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From the time of Grimm until the present day, scholars have 
been seeking for an explanation of the origin and structure of the 
Teutonic third weak conjugation. To account for the diphthong 
of the stem alone forms one of the most perplexing problems of 
Teutonic grammar. The Latin conjugation in -^- is so closely 
allied to the Teutonic d;2-conjugation as to suggest at once identity 
of origin; still, the Teutonic diphthong cannot be the direct 
equivalent of the Latin vowel. It seems, moreover, doubtful 
whether ai held in the Primitive Teutonic third class the position 
of 6 in the second, of y in the first weak conjugation. In Anglo- 
Saxon, in Old Saxon, and in Old Norse ai does not appear in the 
preterit, while in Gothic, Anglo-Saxon, and Old Saxon, ai in the 
present indicative is confined to the second and thfrd persons 
singular and the second person plural. The condition of the 
inflection, too, is no less perplexing than that of the stem-vowel. 
Gothic shows in the present an interchange of strong forms with 
forms in ai\ the Saxon dialects have a corresponding interchange 
of j' with d;z-forms. What is the significance for Primitive 
Teutonic of this mixture of forms, and which, Gothic or Anglo- 
Saxon, is nearer the primitive condition ? 

In Bopp's Comparative Grammar (P 226) is found the first 
attempt to explain the origin of the a/-verb ; for Grimm, in his 
discussion of the Gothic a/-class, had done little more than state 



the difficulties to be met/ Bopp held that the Teutonic az-class 
is the same as the Latin class in ^, and that both were developed, 
as were also the Teutonic 6- andy-conjugations, from the Sanskrit 
derivative class in -aja-. He saw in the Latin ^ a contraction of 
a and /, the Old High German i being the result of a corres- 
ponding, but independent, Teutonic contraction. With regard 
to the inflection, Bopp considered the irregularities of the Gothic 
and Saxon a result of dialectic development. 

The theory that the Teutonic weak conjugations find their 
explanation in the Sanskrit tenth class was accepted also by 
Scherer, as it was by other scholars for many years after the 
time of Bopp. But Scherer* was led by certain other facts to 
consider the az-conjugation a mixture of three original types, viz. 
a) two strong verbs in -mi (one reduplicating) ; U) a derivative 
verb in 'Oja-. These facts were : the relation of Gothic \ulan to 
Greek rX^vai : that of Gothic munan to Greek fu-fip^<rKo ; and that 
of Gothic bauan to Sanskrit ba-bhU-va^ bhd-vd'tni. 

In 1879, a year after the appearance of the second edition of 
Scherer's Zur Geschichte def deutschen Sprache, Mahlow's 
treatise. Die langen Vocale 4, ^, 6 in den europaischen Sprachen, 
was published. In spite of the many arbitrary and misleading 
explanations offered in it, the essay is of interest and importance, 
and marks a turning-point in the discussion of the Teutonic third 
weak class. Mahlow starts with the assumption that there existed 
originally, in all the European languages, two classes of weak 
verbal stems in -ej — the one a class of causatives in -eyS-y the 
other a class of denominatives in -ijd-. In South European the 
two classes fell together, but in the Teutonic dialects they 
persisted as the /-class and the ^-class. But it is evident that 
the Gothic ai cannot be the direct equivalent of Latin ^, and it is 
at the same time improbable that Old High German e represents 
the primitive condition. This consideration leads to Mahlow's 
second assumption, viz. that Gothic ^, Old High German dy should 

* Deutsche Gram. I* 850 : ** Der ableitungsvocal lautet ai, erfSlhrt aber ein 
von dem d zweiter conjugation verschiedenes schicksal, n&mlich : a) vor con- 
sonantisch anhebender flexion bleibt er, gleich jenem d, unbeeintr^chtigt; 
p) hebt die flexion mit }' an, so verschlingt er dieses : also habais, habai^ stehea 
ftir habai-isy Aabai-ip ; y) hebt aber die flexion mit a, au, oder selbst mit ai an, 
so wird das ableitende ai ausgeworfen, mithin stehen haban^ haba^ Aabam, 
Jkabau, habai fUr habaja^ habajam^ habaj'an^ habajau^ habajai^^ 

*ZGDS.*265sq. 
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be represented by a sign a*, which, before j and vowels, was in 
Primitive Teutonic developed into ai} 

This -ai'y developed from -a^-, held in the Primitive Teutonic 
conjugation the same place as that held by the -j- of class I, by 
the '6' of class II. The Gothic strong forms in the present 
indicative were derived from the optative, where they were first 
developed by contraction in the first and second persons.* The 
original condition of the verb is not to be looked for in Gothic, 
nor in Old High German, but in Anglo- and Old Saxon, "^haba'ja 
became in West Germanic "^habejuy by loss of inlaut -e- ^habju^ 
finally ^hebju. So the West Germanic inflection was developed 
from the original inflection in the following way : 

Ind.: Prim. Teut. *habaia *habaiz *AabatS ^habai% 
Prim. WG. ^habeju ^habas ''^kabd^ ^haba^ 
O. Sax. hebbju habas habd^ hebbia^ 

Opt: Prim. Teut. "^habaiau "^habaiaiz "^habaiai 

Prim, WG. *habeja ''^habejas "^habeja 

O, Sax. hebbia hebbias etc. 

Part, pres.: Prim. Teut. *^d;^d;/a«t$ ; WG. ^habejand\ O. Sax. 

hebbiand. 

• 

* Of this vowel Mahlow says (p. 26) : " Es ist sehr verlockend, das gotische e 
dem i der anderen europaischen sprachen voUstandig gleich zu stellen, um so 
mehr als auch die sachsischen dialekle einen /-laut a ftir das gotische /haben, und 
ein / auch den §.lteren hochdeutschen dialekten nicht fremd war, vgl. Scherer 
ZGDS. 126. Indessen wird sich unten zeigen, dass das germanische i^ d noch 
einem ganz anderen laut entspricht, und schon dies wQrde die gleichsetzung 
des gotischen e mit dem europaischen i bedenklich machen. £s giebt ferner 
noch andere grttnde, die uns verhindern, als urgermanische gestalt des vocals 
i anzusetzen : es muss ein langer vocal gewesen sein, der dem kurzen a naher 
stand als dem /. Dies ist zu schliessen aus der entstehung von ai^ die eben 
besprochen ist, der kUrzung zu a infadar^ dauhtar^ der contraction in goi^frit^ 
frHun^ die aus *fra it^ *fra Hun nicht entstanden waren. Ich setze daher als 
urgermanischen vertreter des europaischen i ein belles d an, das oben mit 
a* bezeichnet wurde : dies a* wurde in alien germanischen dialekten zu ^, dann 
theils zu /, theils wieder zu 4." The argument is far from convincing. Fadar 
and dauhtar are probably formed like agent nouns in 'Or\ like bhrdtor^ not like 
Trarfjp, That frit has arisen from fra it by a simple and not uncommon 
process of elision is proved by numerous examples in Gothic and in OHG. 
E. g. Goth, karist •=. kar[a)ist^ ifammuh z= ifamm{a)uh^ OHG. galiiro z=: ge-altiro^ 
nan = ni-ein^ etc. Brugmann, Gram, der indog. Spr. I 461. 

* Prim. Teut. ^haba*au *haba^aiz *haba*aiy etc. 

** *habaiau *hab{at)aiz *Aab{ai)aif etc. 



The two main points which the theory of Mahlow seeks to 
establish, viz. the identity of Latin -i- and Gothic -«/- and the 
direct development of the Saxon forms from the Prim. Teut., 
form as well the basis of Kogel's treatment of the subject. 
Kogel (PBB. IX 504 sq.) follows Mahlow very closely ; in fact, he 
does little more than bring together fresh material in support of the 
latter*s view. There are, indeed, slight differences in detail. E.g., 
with regard to the preterit structure, Kogel maintains that the con- 
tracted form of the Norse and Saxon is a remnant of the primitive 
condition, that Gothic habaida^ OHG. habHa are late formations. 

Bremer (PBB. XI 46 sq.), in an essay on the Teutonic i, accepts 
Mahlow's opinion that the ai of haban is the equivalent of Indo- 
European ^„/, but rejects Mahlow's theory with regard to the 
development of the Teut. diphthong. Mahlow's argument is 
based upon the treatment of aiva saian and waian} But, Bremer 
maintains, the ai in saian is quite different in nature and origin 
from the ai of haban, Saian points to no such form as ^sa^jan, 
from ^sijan^ but to ^sean^ and Goth, a/ is here the representative of ^ 
Greek ai, which was, at the time of Ulfilas, the writing for open i, 
"Das germanische ai kann nur aus einem vorhistorischen SJ 
erklart werden. Es muss also die idg. 2, 3 sg. "^k^ab'i'si, "^k'aUHiy 
2 plu. ^kfab'itpf im germ, zunachst zu *;^a/3<f„/2'/, *xi^pe.x6i umge- 
schafTen worden sein. Diese neubildung war sehr naturlich^ 
denn sonst hatten alle verben, primdre wie abgeleitete^ die 
endungen ^-izi^ -ztS/." 

For the change of iji to ai, Bremer seeks to establish a law 
that Indo-European iji was transformed into ai in Prim. Teut. in 
unaccented syllables. 

The most important point in Bremer's essay is his discussion of 
the interchanging forms found in the present of the <22-verb. This 
interchange, Bremer holds, belonged to Prim. Teut., and is equiv- 
alent to the interchange of ^ and t in the Latin second conjugation, 
e. g. habere, habitus. In Lithuanian a like duality of stem is 
found. The argument for a double stem is this (p. 47) : " Im ger- 
manischen entspricht t und a J, dem idg. / und i. Fraglich ist in 
welcher weise sich die form en urspriinglich theilten. Hdtie das 
prdsens im idg.^ wie im lit-slav,, Uberaii i gehabt, so ist nicht 
einzusehen, weshalb got, haban nicht wie nasjan jftectierte,'* 

^ For literature on saian^ waian see Leo Meyer, KZ. 8, 245 sq.; PBB. VII 
152 sq., ibid. 469 sq., IX 509 sq., VIII 210 sq., XI 51 sq., XVII 14 sq.; 
Johansson, Verb. Contr. 179 sq.; Brugmann, I 128. 



Thus Bremer's argument leads by a different way to the con- 
clusion of Mahlow, that the Prim. Teut. inflection of the a/-verb 
is to be found in the Saxon dialects. The original inflection 
would appear thus : 

Pres. ind. sg.: i. *x^^"^^ 2. *;^a^a„z>/ 3. *;ta^a„zt$/ 

pL: I. *x^^„/aw/ 2. ^xP'baJc^i ' 3. *x^^"^awtSz 

Opt. pres.: *x^^„/a«/, etc. 

A new direction was given the discussion by Johansson.* He 
rejected at once the explanation of Mahlow and that of Bremer, 
and held that the peculiarities of the a/-inflection are to be 
explained as the result of a mixture of two original inflections. 
The two original conjugations were : i. thematic : a) (= cl. I) 
'SJd, F) (= cl. VI) 'Jd ; 2. athematic : sg. "^khabha^-i-mi^ plu. 
^khabh(9)-i'ma^'S, Of neither Old High German nor of Anglo- 
Saxon may it be said that the one is nearer than the other to the 
original condition. The former simply follows the athematic 
conjugation, while the latter shows a mixture of thematic and 
athematic forms. **Cogitari potest, dialectos omnino utramque 
flexionem retinuisse : quae deinde diversis catisis flexioni thema- 
ticae faverent^ form as quae jam esseniy inter athematic as inser- 
uisse : ac flexionis thematicae maxime sane erant propriae i sg. 
et I, 3//«." (p. 183). 

Teutonic ai should be considered, according to Johansson, a 
development from Indo-European L "Germ, i (got. ^ sub ace. 
princ.) etiam sed modo tum literis ai descriptum esse, cum in 
got. quidem lingua non sub accentu principali staret" (p. 187). 

Streitberg* and Bartholomae' agree with Johansson in presup- 
posing for Prim. Teut. a double az-conjugation. But both these 
scholars maintain that Teut. ai must have come, not from the 
athematic, but. from the thematic, conjugation. The two original 
conjugations were, then, thematic in -i-jd, non-thematic in -i-mu 
To explain the change of primitive ^ to dy Streitberg, like Bremer, 
attempts to establish a Teutonic law that " In nicht haupttoniger 
(flexions-)silbe andert sich die qualitat des ^, es wird gemein- 

^De derivatis Verbis contractis Linguae Graecae (Upsalae, 1876), cap. V. 
' Die germ. Comparative auf -oz-, Freibourg, 1890. 
' Altindisch ^tx>Lateinisch erds, Halle, 1 891. 
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germanisch zu df." Hence Goth, haband is the direct equivalent 
of prim, athematic *x^^^'^^^y ^"^ habais of prim, thematic *;(ai3/?>.* 

Bartholomae's position is practically the same as that of Streit- 
berg, but he differs from the latter in the method of developing 
thematic "^habHzi (Goth, habais). Streitberg introduces between 
*habSzi and *habiizi an intermediate form '^habHjzi^ the HJ> of 
which "unter dem drucke des iibrigen formen sehr friih einsilbig 
werden musste." As a simpler explanation Barth. (p. 147) pro- 
poses "dass man das gotische habais direkt auf ein ursprachliches 
*kh9bhitsi — so richtiger als ^khabh'* — bezieht, d. i. ein aorist- 
praesens aus dem verbaUstamm ^kh^bhH-^ welches sick zu dem 
durch lai, habis veriretenen aoristpraesens *kh9bhSizi nicht anders 
verhalt als lit, buvaizu biivd*^ Streitberg and Bartholomae agree 
in considering i of the Old High German conjugation the direct 
equivalent, not of Gothic at, but of Latin, and hence of Indo- 
European i. As Johansson makes OHG. habim, habisy habit 
equivalent to Prim. Teut. ^khabhaimiy ^khabhaisiy ^khabhai^i, 
so Streitberg makes the same fbrms equivalent to Prim. Aryan 
*khabhimiy etc' 

All the scholars who have as yet been mentioned have agreed 
in identifying the Teutonic a/-class with the Latin class in i. A 
position quite different from that of Mahlow, Kogel, Bremer, was 
taken by Moller' and supported by Sievers.* They identify the 
a^-verb with the Greek verb in -<^a)-, Prim. Teut. 'ojd'. The 
original paradigm, then, would run : ^habojiziy ^habdji^i^ etc. 
By contraction -dji- became -oi-, and was then regularly devel- 
oped into ai. According to Moller's law of syncopation, viz. that 

^ Streitberg*s just criticism of Mahlow's view with regard to the contraction 
oi Si to 6 (Die germ. Comp., 6 sq.) is quite as applicable to S.'s own argument: 
** Wer sie dennoch dazu verwenden wollte, setzt sich dem vorwurf eines zirkel- 
schlusses aus, indem sein ganzer beweis in der behauptung besteht: 'die 
erklalrung der verba auf -at- verlangt, dass it zu at, i zu a, in nichthaupttoniger 
silbe wird/ und */** wird zu ai^ i zw d^ in nichthaupttoniger silbe, weil es die 
erklarung der verba auf ai verlangt.' " Outside the condition of the aj-verb 
itself, the only evidence to be adduced in support of this Teutonic law is 
found in fadar = *patir and anstai = *anstei. But fadar has without doubt the 
ending of the agent nouns, while anstai is possibly developed, not from *anstH^ 
but from *ansidi. See Urspr. auslaut. ai, Bezz. Beitr. XVII, p. 27. 

* The change of ei to ai, of / to <?, is, according to Streitberg and Barthol- 
omae, a common Teutonic law ; still, this common law is inactive in one of the 
dialects, Old High German. It is hardly evident why one dialect should be 
exempt from a primitive law. 

» PBB. VII 472 sq. * PBB. yill 90-92. 



after a short syllable Prim. Teut. d and d were lost/ there arose 
the forms ^habjS, ^habaizi^ *habai^ij etc. 

There remains for consideration the recently published theory 
of Prof. Herman Collitz with regard to the origin of the d;/-class.* 
Prof. Collitz's essay on the auslaut aim Gothic, Old High German, 
and Old Saxon has not received as yet wide recognition among 
scholars, but its importance must be eventually acknowledged. 
Prof. Collitz has succeeded in placing in a new light the whole 
question of the nature and origin of the flf/-conjugation, and 
proposes a solution of the problem radically different from any 
that has yet been offered. To begin with the relation between 
Teutonic au and Latin -i- : "Ich weiche," says Prof Collitz, "von 
alien neueren untersuchungen darin ab, dass ich einen unmittel- 
baren zusammenhang dieser beiden flexionsklassen nicht annehme. 
Von der bisherigen ansicht sich frei zu machen wird manchem 
zunachst schwer fallen. Man hat sich gewohnt vergleichungen 
wie haban habire^ silan silire^ \ahan tacire^ wiian vidirCy als 
vollgiiltigen beweis fiir die urspriingliche identitat der beiden 
verbalklassen anzusehen. Aber den lat. verben auf -ire ent- 
sprechen im Germanischen auch starke verba ; aukan aug&re^ 
siian sidirCy ga-\airsan torrirCy wakan vegirCy u. a. Dass 
mehrere germanische ai-verba zusammentreffeny erkVdrt sich zur 
geniige darauSy dass jene im Germanise hetiy diese im Lafeiniseheriy 
die eigentlich intransitiv- und duraiiv-klasse bilden, Diese ihre 
gemeinsame function beruhi nicht auf einem dire deny sondern 
auf einem, indirecten genetischen zusammenhang e. Die latei- 
nischen ^-verba beriihren sich nach form und bedeutung mit dem 
griechischen starken passivaoriste. Nimmt man nun mit Johans- 
son (KZ. 30, 553, anm.) an, dass der griech. 17-aorist des passivs 
auf einer verallgemeinerung des i beruht, welches in der arischen 
ursprache auf den auslaut des themas vor gewissen personal- 
endungen beschrankt war, so ist die folgerung unabweislich, dass 
auch die lateinischen ^-verba (und ebenso die entsprechenden 
bildungen im Griechischen und Letto-slavischen) aus einer eigen- 
heit der arischen medialfiexion erwachsen sind. Die lateinische 

^Johansson, De deriv. Verb, contr. 182, 183, justly opposes M5ller*s theory 
of the Teut. syncope, for, he says, " nulla est causa, cur syncopam eiusmodi 
generis tempore linguae germ, communis probemus, praesertim cum vocales 
ipsae accentum (J6 prae se ferant, qui non subito mutatum sit." Hence 
Johansson proposes, not *khabhajdy but *khabhidy for the primitive form. 

' Beitr. zur Kunde der indogerm. Spr. XVII, p. i sqq. 
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^'Conjug;ation hanfj^ dann mit der gennan. di-coojagatifm ^>eD5o 
tube zusammen, ohne jedocb init ihr identisch zu s«io, vie in 
dem formenaystem der urspracbe die verbalen / stamme niit den 
vcfbalen ii>>Btatiimeii : das band, weldies beide ursprui^licb 
vcfknupfte, itl die arische flexion des mediums." 

Prot Collitz lays special stress upon ibe medial cbaracter of tbc 
conjugation, holding that in tbat iact is found the key to tbe vbc^ 
pr<^lem. He points out tbat, of tbe thirty or forty verbs that 
may be ascribed to Prim. Teut., no more than four or five are 
derivatives, and these may be proved to be of late dnelopmenL 
Tlie at -conjugal ion should not be treated as a weak conjugation, 
but as an old middle, which is connected with the weak conjuga- 
tioo only by the fact of their common adopdoa of an originally 
medial preterit The present of the «7-verb has active endings, 
just as the original medial plural endings of tbe weak preL were 
TcpUced by those of tbe active. "Wir diirfea aber erwarten, 
^niren des urapr. mediums nocb in den besonderheiten zu findea, 
wekhe die praesensflexion der ai-%-erba charakterisieren. Halt 
mm mm zusammen, dass das ai- im Crgermanischen sich auf die 
A. Bad 5- person des praesens bescbr^kte, und dass in der 
jcisd>cn urspracbe die 2, und 3. person des duals im praesens 
Timdii der 'tbematischen conjugation' vor dem dental der endung 
nad answeis der ind. 2, du. -e-the, 3. du. -e-li=. av. -.V-t"/) den 
Vi^B>s -^i" batten, so liegt der schluss nahe. dass das german- 
K^ ««- nicht anders als die fortsetzung des thematischen -^i- 
.^tE' A- nod 3. person des duals ist." 

1; if evident from tbe preceding historical re%-iew of the subject 
4t«: ^e discussion from Bopp to Bartholomae has been guided 
)« ?«<;< assumptions, viz. (i) that the Latin ^verb is the same as 
Ik* rtttooic <i-verb; (2) that the -J- of the .-Vnglo-S.ixon and 
vW SkK^n is to be ascribed to Prim. Teui. The attempt to 
ttCOMin: iiM a. -J' ia the primitive conjugation led 10 Mah'.ow's 
^>Mi|Slv«»i and arbitrary theory ; it gave rise to the still more 
■*^N*«rv. * more logical, view of Bremer. To the same attempt 
«.-ik« jfc* s:q>posiiion of Johansson, Slreitberg, and B.irtholontae, 
Own ^it*»-T<ccb resulted from a mixture of two original corjuga- 
•^'tivk TK*^ CoUitz alone proposes a solution of the problem 
'•Mt«{4 -«. )«Mt Upon the Gothic as reprcsenutive of the original 
•Ki^itM.'ith v>nt^pcttnthesay8: " Han ueht nicht recbt.weshalb 
-. \-«42(k>ikk *kmifmm (inf.) und *kabjo (i. sing.) i 
'■^-Ois. »^<A fc al — i**a ersetM seia. Esistjec 





II 

moglich von urgerm. *haban *habd auszugehen und die nordwest- 
germ. *habjan "^habjd als neuerungen zu fassen." * 

The object of the present paper is not to enter into the discus- 
sion concerning the .origin of the ^/-conjugation, but to give an 
historical treatment of the a/-class and its development. There 
is much needed at this point, it seems to me, a careful considera- 
tion of the conjugation from the Teutonic standpoint. Hitherto, 
although the az-problem has received its share of attention, no 
independent study of the verb has appeared. All the various 
theories referred to above have found expression either inciden- 
tally in the consideration of another subject, or in studies of a 
single aspect of the question. In every case, too, the primary 
object of study has been to ascertain the origin of the conjugation. 

It is my purpose, therefore, to confine my attention to the third 
weak class as it exists in Teutonic, hoping by that means to 
reconstruct the Primitive Teutonic a/-class and the Primitive 
Teutonic a/-inflection. The reconstruction of the a/-class will 
involve (a) a collection of all the a/-verbs that may be ascribed 
to Primitive Teutonic, (Jf) a study of the dialectic development of 
the class. 

Part I. 

A. — The Primitive Teutonic ai-verbs. 

Two difficulties stand in the way of determining with certainty 
which of the a/-verbs may be ascribed to Primitive Teutonic. 
The first of these difficulties arises from the fact that the distinc- 
tion between the three weak classes is in none of the dialects kept 
with absolute integrity. Even Gothic, which preserves the purity 
of its forms with much greater consistency than do any of the other 
dialects, shows beside hausjan hausjdn, beside beistjan beisijdn ; 
and in the a/-class hatjan appears beside haian^ with no apparent 
distinction of use or of meaning. In the other dialects, so uncer- 
tain are the lines of demarcation between the classes that, without 
the most cautious comparative study, it is impossible to determine 
the original . condition of any given verb. When we find, for 
example, in Old High German sagjan, sagin ; frdgin, frdgSn, 
what shall be said about the relative antiquity of the forms ? In 
general it may be assumed that, where we find in Old High 

^ Die BehandL des an pr. aoslant. -at, 43, note. 
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^-conjugation h'angt dann mit der german. a/-conjugation ebenso 
nahe zusammen, ohne jedoch mit ihr identisch zu sein, wie in 
dem formensystem der ursprache die verbalen ^-sfamme mit den 
verbalen a/-stammen: das band, welches beide urspriinglich 
verkniipfte, ist die arische flexion des mediums." 

Prof. CoUitz lays special stress upon the medial character of the 
conjugation, holding that in that fact is found the key to the whole 
problem. He points out that, of the thirty or forty verbs that 
may be ascribed to Prim. Teut., no more than four or five are 
derivatives, and these may be proved to be of late development. 
The az-conjugation should not be treated as a weak conjugation, 
but as an old middle, which is connected with the weak conjuga- 
tion only by the fact of their common adoption of an originally- 
medial preterit. The present of the az-verb has active endings, 
just as the original medial plural endings of the weak pret. were 
replaced by those of the active. "Wir diirfen aber erwarten, 
spuren des urspr. mediums noch in den besonderheiten zu finden, 
welche die praesensflexion der a/- verba charakterisieren. Halt 
man nun zusammen, dass das at- im Urgermanischen sich auf die 
2. und 3. person des praesens beschrankte, und dass in der 
arischen ursprache die 2. und 3. person des duals im praesens 
medii der 'thematischen conjugation' vor dem dental der endung 
(nach ausweis der ind. 2. du. -e-the^ 3. du. -e-ii = av. -dt-fe) den 
ausgang -oi- hatten, so liegt der schluss nahe, dass das german- 
ische -at- nicht anders als die fortsetzung des thematischen -oi- 
der 2. und 3. person des duals ist." 

It is evident from the preceding historical review of the subject 
that the discussion from Bopp to Bartholomae has been guided 
by two assumptions, viz. (i) that the Latin ^-verb is the same as 
the Teutonic az-verh ; (2) that the -j- of the Anglo-Saxon and 
Old Saxon is to be ascribed to Prim. Teut. The attempt to 
account for a -J- in the primitive conjugation led to Mahlow*s 
complicated and arbitrary theory ; it gave rise to the still more 
arbitrary, if more logical, view of Bremer. To the same attempt 
is due the supposition of Johansson, Streitberg, and Bartholomae, 
that the az- verb resulted from a mixture of two original conjuga- 
tions. Prof. Colli tz alone proposes a solution of the problem 
which is based upon the Gothic as representative of the original 
inflection. On this point he says : ** Man sieht nicht recht, weshalb 
z. b. urgerm. '^habjan (inf.) und "^habjS (i. sing.) im Gotischen 
soUte durch haban haba ersetzt sein. Es ist jedenfalls ebensowohl 
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moglich von urgerm. *haban *habd auszugehen und die nordwest- 
germ. *habjan *habjS als neuerungen zu fassen." ^ 

The object of the present paper is not to enter into the discus- 
sion concerning the .origin of the ^/-conjugation, but to give an 
historical treatment of the a/-class and its development. There 
is much needed at this point, it seems to me, a careful considera- 
tion of the conjugation from the Teutonic standpoint. Hitherto, 
although the ^/-problem has received its share of attention, no 
independent study of the verb has appeared. All the various 
theories referred to above have found expression either inciden- 
tally in the consideration of another subject, or in studies of a 
single aspect of the question. In every case, too, the primary 
object of study has been to ascertain the origin of the conjugation. 

It is my purpose, therefore, to confine my attention to the third 
weak class as it exists in Teutonic, hoping by that means to 
reconstruct the Primitive Teutonic az-class and the Primitive 
Teutonic az-inflection. The reconstruction of the az-class will 
involve (a) a collection of all the a/-verbs that may be ascribed 
to Primitive Teutonic, (Jf) a study of the dialectic development of 
the class. 

Part I. 

A. — The Primitive Teutonic ai-verbs. 

Two difficulties stand in the way of determining with certainty 
which of the a/-verbs may be ascribed to Primitive Teutonic. 
The first of these difficulties arises from the fact that the distinc- 
tion between the three weak classes is in none of the dialects kept 
with absolute integrity. Even Gothic, which preserves the purity 
of its forms with much greater consistency than do any of the other 
dialects, shows beside hausjan hausjdn^ beside beistjan beistjSn ; 
and in the az- class hatjan appears beside hataUy with no apparent 
distinction of use or of meaning. In the other dialects, so uncer- 
tain are the lines of demarcation between the classes that, without 
the most cautious comparative study, it is impossible to determine 
the original . condition of any given verb. When we find, for 
example, in Old High German sagjan, sagin ; frdgin, frdgdiiy 
what shall be said about the relative antiquity of the forms ? In 
general it may be assumed that, where we find in Old High 

^ Die Behandl. des urspr. auslaut. -ai, 43, note. 
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German variants in -i- and -^-, or in -^-, -^- and ^'-, the -^-form 
is probably the oldest. But this assumption can become a 
certainty only in case the verb exists in Gothic in the aj-itiflection, 
or is an underived verb. That in the case of derivative verbs, 
where variants are found, the i-iorm is not necessarily primitive 
might be evidenced by numerous examples. The following^ 
instances are the result of a study of the ^-conjugation in OHG. 
and Gothic : 

Gothic kardfi] OHG. chardn, charin (AgS. cearian^ 'Ode\ OS. 
karon). 

Gothic la\dn\ OHG. ladSn, ladSn (AgS. la^ian^ -ode\ OS. 
la^oian), 

Gothic smz]>dn ; OHG. smiddriy smidin (AgS. smi^iariy -ode). 

Gothic tildn\ OHG. zilSn^ zilSn (AgS. tiliariy 'Ode\ OS. tiion). 

Here, without doubt, the ^-forms are comparatively late, of 
purely OHG. development. 

In doubtful cases AgS. and OSax. are of no practical assistance ; 
for in those dialects the az-conjugation has no longer an indepen- 
dent existence, the original a/-verbs still existing there have 
passed into the <^-class. Norse, too, is unreliable, for although it 
has kept the az-conjugation, the class is a very small one of mixed 
character; and, moreover, many of the verbs which belonged 
without doubt to the Prim. Teut. a/-class appear in Norse among 
the verbs of <^-inflection or of the -j-. 

Another difficulty in deciding which were the Prim. Teut. ad- 
verbs lies in the fact that the classes by which the ^^/-conjugation 
is represented in OHG., AgS. and OSax. are in those dialects the 
main classes of new formation. Consequently there will be found 
many denominatives common to the three dialects, having the 
treatment of az- verbs, and still of late origin. Furthermore, verbs 
that belonged in Prim. Teut. to other classes may in the dialects 
be treated as verbs of the az-class. Since in OHG. the third class 
received special stress as a class of new formation, it is not unnat- 
ural that verbs originally of other classes should be drawn into 
the prevailing class. The same may be said of the second class 
in AgS. and in OSax. 

The following verbs may be ascribed, without hesitation, to 
Prim. Teut.: 

1. Goth, ats/an; ON. as/a (pret. astd). 

2. Goth. arman\ OHG. armSn; OS. armon\ AgS. earmian. 



3. OHG.didin^; AgS. dtyian,deofian; OS. h'don; ON.dt/ask.* 

4. Goth.^{j)an; OHG./iSn; AgS,//o7iy//ogean; ON. /jd. 

5. OHG. /o/gen^; AgS. /olgtariy/olgode*; OS.folgon. 

6. 0\{G.fr&gH^\ OS.frdgon. 

7. ORG. /u/iSn; OS./ul/on; AgS. /iclltan ; ON./uiia (^-061). 

8. OHG. giSriy gznin^ ; AgS. gzniany geoman ; ON.gina(^girv6u 
Perhaps late formation and not connected with OHG. giin). 

9. Goth, haban\ OHG. habSn; OS. hebbian\ AgS. habban\ 
ON. hafa. 

10. Goth, kdkan ; O HG. hangSn ; OS. hangon ; AgS. hangian ; 
ON. kanga (only in pret. hang^i and in present). 

11. Goth, hatan ; OHG. hazzSn (rarely hazzdn) ; AgS. hatian\ 
OS. haton\ ON. ^a/a (-at$/). 

12. ORG. hlinin^ \ OS. hlinon; AgS. hliniariy hleonian. 

13. OHG. ^^^^;^®; OS. huggian\ AgS.hycg{e)an{^zX'&hogian). 

14. OHG. ^/^^^;2; AgS. clifianyCleofia7i\ OS.clibon\ ON.klifa 

*Once a form in -S- is found; pret. irMbStetty Graff, III 22. 

'In the oldest Norse writers bifa is found as a deponent verb. Later the 
pret. bifa^i appears in place of the older bif'^i ; and with the change in pret. 
the verb assumes an active meaning. Cf. Cleasby, Vigfusson, 62. 

'Twice ^-forms are quoted, both times from Williram, Graff, III 512. 

* Note also AgS. fylg(e)any ON. fylgja. I am inclined to presuppose for 
Prim. Teut, two verbs: *folgan^ represented in Kg^. folgian^ OHG. folgitty 
0%,folgon ; *fulgjan^ represented in ^gS. fyfg{€)an, ON./y/gja, Sievers (OE. 
Gram. 416, n. 5) reckons AgS. folgian among those original at-verbs which 
have in AgS. *' a more or less perfect double formation." Such double form- 
ations are not infrequent in Prim. Teut. 

*^-forms are not infrequent in OHG., but the form of the verb shows that 
frdgin could not have been originally of the ^-class. Weak verbs showing in 
their stem the third ablaut of a strong verb are found only in the <it-class or in 
the ff -class. Cf. Goi\\. fraihnany frah^ frihum^ fraihans. 

•The n- must have belonged in Prim. Teut. to the present alone. Cf. also 
Lat. hi-are^ Ksl. zijati and zinatiy Fick, 434. The relation between giSn and 
ginin is the same as that between Gothic keian and keinan, 

' Cf. Gr. lOuvDy Lat. in-clino^ -dre, Teut. *klinan and causative *h1ainjan 
(OHG. hlnnjatiy AgS. klanan^ ON. hUina) point to a lost strong verb *Aleinan, 
*hlainy *hltnt4m. In Teut., as in Latin, the -«- originally characteristic of the 
pres. has extended to the whole conjugation. Cf. gi^, ginht above. 

® In OHG. hogin is found only occasionally with the commoner inflectional 
forms of huggan. Evidently in OHG. the ai-verb became confused with the 
original y-verb, *hugjan (Goth, hugjan^ ON. hyggja^ OHG. huggan). Prim. 
Teut. *hogan^ *hugjan are parallel with Prim. Teut. *folgan^ ^fulgjan noticed 
above. The /-forms of AgS. and OS. are not to be assigned to the prim, 
y-verb, but to the AgS. development of the at-inflection. 
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15. Goth, kunnan ; OHG. kunnin ; OS. kunnon ; AgS. kunnian. 

16. GoXh, liban\ OYiG.lebin\ OS, lib bj an \ AgS. /ibban; ON. 
It/a (^-a^t). 

17. Goth, leikan-y OHG. liccMn\ OS. Hkon; AgS. Uctan; 
ON. «/^a (-««/). 

18. Goth. *luban (in lubains); OHG. lobin; OS. lobon\ AgS. 
/<7/fa;2 ; ON. /c?/a. Cf. Lat. //^^r^ (= lubire) ; Skr. liibhyatu 

19. Goth. maurnan\ OHG. mornSn\ OS. momon; AgS. 
murnde^; ON. morna. 

20. Goth, reiran,* 

21. Goth, '^rdnan (in rUnatns); OHG. rUnin; AgS. rtinian; 
ON. rywa. 

22. OHG. ja^^w ; OS. seggian ; AgS. secg(e)an ; ON. 5^^a. 

23. Goth, si/an? 

24. Goth. J27a;2. Cf. Latin silSre, 

25. Goth, slavan} 

26. Goth. skaman\ OHG. scamSn; AgS, scamtan, sceamtan; 
ON. skamma (-atSz). 

27. Goth, saurgan*; OHG, sorg^n; OS. sorgon; AgS. sorgtan. 

28. OHG. swigin ; AgS. smgiafi ; OS. swigon. 

29. Goth, siaurran; OHG. storrSn; ON. .f/2/ra. 

30. OHG. jzalSn^ ; OS. talon \ AgS. lalian; ON. lala. 

31. Goth. Irauan; OHG. /r^<^w, tr{iwin\ OS. irAon; AgS. 
triiwian ; ON. /r^a, 

32. Goth, fa^aw; OHG. daghi\ OS. thagon\ ON. f<^a. 

33. Goth, f zVaTi ; AgS. \iowian. 

34. Goth, yarban ; OHG. darbin ; OS. iharbon ; AgS. f ^ar- 
/?a« ; ON. \arfa. 

35. Goth. ]>ulan; OHG, dolin\ OS. iholon\ AgS.^oltan; ON. 

^ In AgS. is found the pret. meam^ mumon as well as the weak pret. No 
infinitive occurs. 

'Prim. *ri'rai-mi, Kluge, PBB. VIII 343 ; Johansson, Verba contr. 181. 

^Sifan and slavan have been lost elsewhere in Teut., and do not appear in 
the cognate languages. Still, the non-derivative character of the verbs shows 
that they must be of ancient origin. From their form they could belong to 
none of the other weak conjugations ; hence it seems not too daring to place 
slavan and sifan among the Prim. Teut. fltj-verbs. 

^Saurgan, Apparently a nominal derivative (Goth, saurga), Johansson 
places it among the strong aorist (neuter-passive) formations: ^s^rghi- or 
^s^rki, (De deriv. Verb, contr. 192.) 

* Zaldn is found (but rarely) in OHG. 
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36. OHG. wahhin^\ AgS. wactan; OS. wakon; ON. vaka 
(yak^f) (Goth, wakan). 

37. Goth. wiian\ OHG. wizz&n (in gi-y ir-wiz2Sn)\ AgS. 
witiariy weoiiafi? 

38. Goth. *wunan (in in-vunands) ; OHG. wanSn ; OS. wonon ; 
AgS. wonian. 

The preceding verbs may be ascribed with comparative cer- 
tainty to the Prim. Teut. a/-class. To this list might be added 
certain others which may have been originally az-verbs, but from 
their present condition it is difficult to say with certainty what 
was their primitive form ; — 

I. Gothic bauan, bauaida\ pres. ind. sg. 2 bauUhy Rom. 7. 18. 
OHG. bUeny bAwen, biita; strong pret. part. gebHwen, AgS. 
bUian, bUwian ; buda, btiida ; st. v. biian ; pret. part. gebUn -bUen 
'byn. OS. (Cott.) bilon\ (M.) bAan, bifida. ON. bUa, bjd, 
bjdggoniy bUenn, 

It is evident that there must have existed in Prim. Teut. a 
strong verb ^bauan^ belonging probably to the reduplicating 
class.' The strong forms of Goth., OHG., AgS. and ON. cannot 
be of late growth. The weak forms, however, common to all the 
dialects are puzzling. It is hardly possible that these weak forms 
were developed independently in the different dialects. Hence 
we must conclude that in Prim. Teut. the strong inflection of 
bauan was gradually yielding to the invasion of weak forms. 

'^IVahhin^ wactan, etc., is to be distinguished from the st. v. *wakan *wok 
seen in AgS. wacan wdc^ Friesian waka (pres. part, wakandon-), ON. pret. part. 
vakinn. It is not apparent from the forms found in Goth, whether Goth. 
wakan is the strong or the weak verb. See Schulze, Gothische Glossar: opt. 
pres. I. plu. wakaima^ 2. plu. waAatp ; part. pres. wakandans, A single ^-form 
is found in OHG. (Graff, I 674). Cf. Lat. vfgire, 

* Cf. Lat. vidire. Still, xndire is to be referred directly to Teut. st. v. *wttany 
not to the at-verb. Teut. Jt-verb witan is simply a derivative from the existent 
strong verb. Vidire and witan -aida are not equivalent formations, but are 
independently developed from the same original strong verb seen in Gr, 
elSo/iai — ol6a, Teut. *witan, 

'Cf. Braune, Ahd. Gram. §353, anm. 3: "Hierher (reduplicierende verba, 
klasse II) gehOrte ursprlinglich biian — ^jedoch bildet es seine formen im Ahd. 
regelmassig nach art der schw. verba I." Further, §354, anm. 3 d {biian bei 
Otfried): **3. pi. ind. pret. biruun, IV 459, und 2. sg. conj. pret. biruwis^ 11 7. 
i8.« Von einigen dieser verba giebt es merkwUrdige praeterital-bildungen mit 
innerem r, in denen man vielleicht nachklange der alten reduplications- 
praeterita sehen darf." See Schmidt, KZ. XIX 285. 
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What was the character of the usurping inflection ? Gothic alone 
shows a consistent a^-inflection, the other dialects pointing to an 
original /- formation. Saxon, it is true, has bUon-y occurring once 
in a single MS — the regular Saxon representative of a primitive 
az-verb. But the only preterit form found in that dialect is of the 
y-class, as it is in OHG. and AgS. 

It seems to me that there is but one way out of the difiiculty, 
viz. to presuppose for Prim. Teut., not a complete weak inflection, 
but simply the development of a dental pret., which took the 
place of the older reduplicated preterit. Such a development 
seems not unnatural, if it be remembered that the dental preterit 
is but a development of the old middle past passive participle — 
not, therefore, necessarily and exclusively a possession of the 
weak classes. 

As to the original form of the weak preterit, it may be granted 
that within a strong verb only a preterit without connecting vowel 
could have arisen. As to magan the preterit mahtay to skulan 
the preterit skulda was formed, we should expect, with the present 
theory of development, to bauan a preterit *bauda. If it be 
granted that the preterit of the az-conjugation is to be found in 
the AgS. hafdCy ON. haf^i, it is then easy to see how bauan 
was drawn into the az-conjugation. In Gothic bauda received 
the same treatment as did ^habda^ and developed the corres- 
ponding ai'iovms in the pret. In AgS. and OHG., on the 
contrary, the pret. fell in naturally with the long-stemmed /-verbs ; 
hence the /-forms. 

Bauan, then, belongs to the ^iz-conjugation only thus far, that 
in Prim. Teut. it developed a dental preterit, equivalent in form 
to the original preterit of the a/- verb, 

2. OHG. borgin\ AgS. borgian. 

This verb is possibly a Teutonic verbal derivative formed like 
ginin, Cf. Goth, bairgan, OHG. bergan, AgS. beorgan. It is 
possibly, however, a West Germanic denominative. Cf. AgS. 
borgy OHG. bur go. In favor of the former derivation, it might 
be urged that the nature of the ^/-conjugation makes nominal 
derivatives rare. If derived from a verb, borgin might without 
hesitation be ascribed to Prim. Teut; the denominative would be 
comparatively late. 

3. OHG. garawSuy garwin, garawjan^ garSn, gar in \ AgS. 
gearwian^ gearwan ; OS. garuwian^ gerwian ; ON. gbrva^ goriSi* 
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Garawin is possibly an old aj-denominative, but the testimony 
of the dialects is too contradictory to admit of decision. 

4. OHG.'hlosSn, hlosSn. 

Hlosin is certainly an old non-derivative belonging to Prim. 
Teut., but hlos-nian of AgS. shows that it may have belonged 
originally to the -w-inflection. Verbs of this latter conjugation 
pass regularly in OHG. into the ^-class ; e. g. Goth, iundnan = 
OHG. zundiriy Goth, mikilnan = OHG. michiUriy etc. In AgS., 
on the contrary, the -n- is often retained. 

5. Goth, fu-eilan ; OHG. hwilSn ; AgS. hwilian. 

The fact that the ^-class is the regular Teutonic class of nominal 
derivatives makes it probable that, in this case, OHG. and AgS. 
have preserved the older form. 

6. Gothic *wanan (in verbal noun wanains); OHG. wanSn; 
AgS. wanian. 

An old adj. derivative. Goth, wans, ON. vanr, etc. As to the 
original form, Gothic alone cannot be considered decisive. 

7. Goth, weihan ; OHG. wihjan (Graff, I 724, quotes a single 
^-form) ; ON. vigja, vig^i. 

It is not certain whether this verb belonged originally to the 
at' or to the /-class. The fact that it is always transitive is 
testimony in favor of the latter view. 

To this list may be added a comparatively large number of 
denominatives common to OHG. and Sax., to AgS. and OS., or 
to the three dialects. These denominatives have in West Ger- 
manic the treatment of at-verbs, and still are not to be ascribed 
to Prim. Teut: — 



I. O] 


HG. arnSn (^Sn) 




AgS, 


. earnian. 


2. 


baldin, 






bealdian. 


3- 


dagin 






iagian. 


4. 


fdrin 


OS./dron 






5. 


t irH 


iron 






6. 


gebin 


gebon 




geqfian. 


7. 


hafUn 


hafton 






8. 


hlHttarin 


• 




hluttrian. 


9. 


hriuwin 


hriwon 






10. 


klag&n 


klagon 
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II. OHG. kuolgn 


OS. r^/<w« 


AgS. cdlian. 


12. lamin 


latnon 




13. lan^Sn 


langon 


langian. 


14. quekkin 


qutkon 


cwician. 


15- ^(/^^ 


ripan 


ripian. 


16. war tin 


wardon 


weardian 



A consideratibn of the preceding list of original a^-verbs brings 
out certain facts which are of importance for the light they throw 
upon the original character and function of the class. 

(i) Of the thirty-eight verbs that may be ascribed to Prim. 
Teut., eight only are denominatives, viz. armaUy fulling leikan, 
r&nan, skamaUy zalin^ thiwan^ wunan. 

(2) The following are deverbatives, i. e. verbs coexisting with 
and derived from strong verbs : 

ginen — from "^ginan^ *gain. (Cf. OHG. geinjaUy AgS, g^an,) 
klebSn-^irom '^kliban. (Cf. OHG. kliban, kleib, ON. cltfa^ clei/J) 
hlinin — from ^hlinaUy ^hlain. (Cf. OHG. hleinjaUy ON. hleina,') 
liban — "^liban^ "^laib, (Cf. Goth, ga-leiban,') 
hdhan — st. reduplicating verb *hanhan. (Cf. Goth, hdhan, OHG. 

hdhariy AgS. hdn, etc.) 
wahhSn — ^wacariy "^wSc. (Cf. AgS. wacan wdc^ ON. pret. part. 

vakinn^ 
frdgSn — *frihnan/rah. (Cf. Goih, fraihnan^ etc.) 

From the pret. pres. verbs kunnan^ witariy \arban have been 
developed the a/-verbs kunnan^ kuyinaida; witariy witaida; 
\arban^ \arbaida, 

(3) There remain twenty non-derivatives, viz. aistan^ bibin^ 
fiU^^^i f^^S^^y habaUy haian, hogin^ luban, maurnan^ reiran^ 
sagSriy si/arif silan^ slavan^ saurgan^ swigiriy siaurran^ trauan^ 
\ahany \ulan, 

A comparison of these non-derivatives with the same verbs as 
they exist in the cognate languages shows that there, too, they 

^ The AgS. pret. mearn (pi. murnon) is apparently the remnant of an old 
strong verb. If such a strong verb existed in Prim. Teut., maurnan should be 
added to the list of verbal derivatives. But the AgS. preterit is possibly a 
new formation, like the Middle High German sweic, pret. of swigan^ beside 
swicie, 

'Johansson, 192. 
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are non-derivatives. Aistan is in Greek atdofxai (= *ai28ofiai)»^ 
Bibin is, according to Fick and Kluge, original "^bhi-bhai-mi^ 
reiran is ^rUrai-mi!^ Sanskr. piyati is Te\ii,Ji'j-an ; Skr. gddati^ 
Teut. hatan, Teut. }^2ilan is Grk. trXr^v (cp. iriiXaira-a) ; Teut. sag&n^ 
Grk. €ifP€7T€y epi'(nr€ (Lat. in-sece). 

Reconsider, now, the relation of the Teutonic az-verbs with the 
Latiti verbs in ^, upon which so much stress has been laid. The 
number of Latin and Teutonic equivalents is in reality very small. 
There are only habariy habere; lubariylubire; silaii^ silire; ^ahan, 
iac&re; witan, vidire. Of these, vidSre is of little importance in 
evidence of the original identity of the two classes, inasmuch as 
witan is apparently a Teutonic derivative. A like development 
is seen in Teut. wacan, wachin\ Lat. vegire. Furthermore, 
Prim. Teut. a/-verbs may be represented in Latin in other 
conjugations ; e. g. gi-itiy Lat. hidre ; hlinin, Lat. in-clindre ; 
hatatiy Lat. cadere ; sagin^ Lat. in-sece. 

The likeness of vocabulary noticeable in the Latin ^-class and 
the Teutonic a/-class admits of ready explanation as the result of 
likeness in function. It would, indeed, be unnatural that two 
classes, holding the same position in their respective languages, 
should not have some verbs in common. But identity of function 
and likeness in vocabulary are not sufficient to prove identity of 
origin. A more important point of resemblance is seen in the 
character of the stem-syllable. So much must be conceded to 
Johansson's theory, that the stem of the Teutonic ^/-conjugation 
is not the present stem, that it is the same as that found in the 
Latin ^-class, and that both agree in this respect with the Greek 
passive i;-aorist.^ 

A comparison of the ^/-inflection with the corresponding -n-an- 
inflection is not without interest. In the latter class the stem 
shows the third grade of the vowel ; e. g. us-luknan^ from Idkan ; 
iundnariy from *iindan (cf. tandjan) ; bundnan^ from biridan ; 
lusnaUy from liusan; lifnaUy from ga-leibariy etc. The method 
of formation is the same in the a/-deverbatives klebirty hlinSn, 
liban, etc. 

^ Bezzenberger, Beitr. IV 313. 

2 For etymology of bibenz=*bhi-bhai-mi, see Fick, Wb.^ IV, p. 50, and 
Kluge, KZ. XXVI, p. 85; for reiran = *n-rai-fni, Kluge, PBB. VIII 343. 
See Johansson, De deriv. Verb, contr. 192. 

'Johansson, 192. 



20 

A further parallel between the two conjugations is seen in their 
treatment of denominatives. Regularly beside the passive -ai- 
or -n-an-vtihs might be developed an active causative verb in -j- ; 

Goth, hafinariy AgS. haftnian^ ON. haftna, 
Goth, haftjan^ AgS. hcefian, OHG. hafijan, 

OHG. zal^Tiy OS. ialoUy AgS. ialiany ON. tala, 
OHG. zellan, OS. tellian^ AgS. iellan, ON. ielja, 

OHG. hangiuy OS. hangon^ AgS. hangian, ON. hanga (st. v.) 
OHG. hengen. 

In both conjugations the denominatives are of late formation. 

The Prim. Teut. existence of correlative ai- and /-formations is 
further of interest within the ^/-conjugation itself. In Prim. 
Teut., without doubt, the difference between the two formations 
in meaning and function was strictly kept. But in some cases 
the early distinction was gradually lost, and, in consequence, a 
confusion of forms arose. Take, for example, the verbs haian 
and haijan. No distinction is made between them in Gothic; 
yet the evidence of all the other dialects shows that they were 
originally independent verbs : — 

Goth, haiariy OHG. hazz&n, AgS. haUarty OS. haion, ON. hata. 
Goth, haijan^ OHG. hezzen^ AgS. ^h^ttan (Jiettende), OS. hetijan. 

Another instance of the confusion of inflections is found in 
wachin : — 

OHG. wahMn, OS. wakon, AgS. waciariy ON. vaka, 
Goth. wakjaUy OHG. wakjan, AgS. ^wceccan {wesccende)y ON. 
vekja. 

I see no way of accounting for . 

OHG, foigiriy KgS./olgiariy AgS./ylgiany 0^,/ylgja 

but by presupposing two original verbs *folgan and *fulgjan. 
The evidence of Goth. hugjaUy OHG. hogin seems to point to 
two originally related verbs. 

This tendency to double formation, having its origin in Prim. 
Teut, accounts, in part at least, for what Sievers and other 
grammarians have considered a peculiar treatment of the az-verb 
in AgS. Sievers (OE. Gram. 416, n. 5) remarks, with regard to 
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the treatment of the a/- verbs in AgS.: "They have either gone 
over to the second class, or have a more or less perfect double 
formation, and are thus inflected in both classes: fylg{e)an — 
fylgde and folgian—folgode^ tellan — iealde and talian — talode. 
From wacian there is a present participle wceccende\ and from 
hatian^ the present participle hettende^ * 

B.— Treatment of the Original ai- class in the Teutonic Dialects. 

In treating the dialectic development of the a/-class, the following 
points are to be considered : 

(a) The relative extent and importance of the conjugation in 
the various dialects. 

(J)) The manner in which each dialect preserves and modifies 
the original characteristics and tendencies of the class. 

{c) The condition of the dialects with regard to inflection. 

(a) With regard to the first point for discussion — the extent of 
the az-class in the dialects — the case may be thus stated in general 
terms : Gothic and Norse are upon practically the same footing 
in their treatment of the class — in both dialects the verbs are few 
in number, and nearly all of them are neuters. Anglo-Saxon and 
Old Saxon have practically lost the inflection, the primitive ai- 
verbs which have been retained in those dialects passing regularly 
into the ^-class. In OHG. alone has this class assumed any 
importance in the general process of verb-development. There 
it appears as a very large class, capable of indefinite growth. 

The Norse a/-class includes the following verbs'^; blaka, brosa, 

m 

drupa^ duga, flaka, gana^ gapa, gnapa^ gd^ glotta^ gf^Afci,^ ha/a, 
horfa, hvalfa, kaupa^ kligja, lofa, lifa^ Ijd, lo^a, liimay maray ndy 
sama, segja, sdma, skolla, skoria, spara, stara^ stdra, ijdy trUa, 
ugga^ una, vaka, vara, ^egja, \ola, \ora, \rasa. The number of 
original ^i/-verbs among these is small : hafa, Ufa, segja, irUa, 
^olay \egjay una and vaka. The rest of the primitive verbs of the 
third class have passed either into the/- or into the ^-class. 

Norse ^-verbs originally ^i/-verbs are fjd-fj&^it hata-haiafii, 
lika-lika'6i, skammaskamma'6i, sorga-sorga'^i, Norse verbs in 

^ It should be noted that wceccende^ hetUnde^ have been preserved, not as 
present participles of wacian, hatian, but as participial nouns. 
^See Wimmer, §150; Noreen, §434. 
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j' originally in ai- are bifa-bif^i (late bi/afii^y asia-cBsti^ ryna— 
ryndu The pret. hang^i^ used interchangeably with hekk^ should 
perhaps be counted among the Norse representatives of the ai- 
class. 

In AgS. the sole remnants of the original class are habbafi, 
libbariy secg{e)an, hycg{e)an. The other verbs classed by Sievers 
with these to form the third weak conjugation — viz. ^riag{e)an, 
sni^ag(e')any f^og{e)any friog(j)an — do not, with the exception 
oi fiog{e)any belong to the original ^i/-class. They may, more- 
over, be accounted for regularly as contract verbs of the second 
class. Take, for example, yr^^^(^)a;z, which by the regular laws 
of contraction is thus derived : Goth, frijdn = AgS. frdon. In 
accordance with AgS. development, /rion becomes fr6og{e)an. 
Now, if this verb has ia AgS. the inflection of kabban, secg{e)an, 
etc., there should be umlaut in the infinitive, the first person sing, 
pres. ind., etc. "The original inflection," says Sievers,^ "is more 
clearly perceptible in Ps. than in WS." But the i of Ps. frigan 
is not necessarily the z'-umlaut of io. It is found not infrequently 
where umlaut is impossible, and can only be considered a dialectic 
treatment oi io before^. For example, wriga is quoted for WS. 
wrioHy tih for Uoh^ fligu and ligende iorjliogu diVidfliogende? 

The following process of development seems possible : 

Pres. ind. sg. i, (sealf-ie) =.WS, frio-ge =Ys,fri-gu» 

2yfrij'6st = friost = /riast.* 

Sy/rzj'Sp = /rSot = /rSa'6y/rio'6. 

pi. I, 2, 3, {sealf'ia^^-=^ fr^o-gat = fri-gd^, 

imp. sg. 2yfrij-S = fr^o = /ria, 

pi. 2, {sealf'ia6)=^ frio-g{e)a6=^ fri-ga6. 

Pret. ind, frij-dde = friode = fr^odcyfr^ade. 

The inflection oif^ogan is exactly the same as that oi fr^og{e)any 

the Ps. forms being figan-figUy f^asty f^a6y ftgd^-f^ay figa^y 

f^ade. In the same way, sm^ag(e)an may be conceived as a 

contract verb of the ^-class, the / of smigaUy smigu being the 

regular dialectic representative of ia before g (Sievers, 163). 

^OE. Gram. 416, n. 4. 

20E. Gram. 383. ^OE. Gram. 165. 

* Sievers, §166, 3: "WG. iy a (from 0) gives /a in Ps.: fr^Cy beside fr^: 
North, frio, freor Also WS. freo. 
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The possible development, then, might be thus expressed : 
"^smaudn = sinia{a)n = AgS. smedg(e)an = Ps. sm/gan ; AgS. 
smSag-e =Ps. sm/gu; ^smauSsi = AgS. sm/a(a)si; *smauSp = 
AgS. smSa{ays = WS. smeag(j:)a6 = Ps. sm/ga^S^ etc. 

Such a process of elimination reduces the third class in AgS. 
to the condition of the same class in OS., where there remain only 
hebbian^ libbian^ huggian and seggian, 

(b) The Saxon dialects, as has been seen, have no independent 
aZ-class. Consequently they are thrown out of the consideration 
in treating the extent to which the dialects preserve and modify 
the original characteristics. But while AgS. and OS. yielded the 
ai' in favor of the ^-inflection, OHG. seized upon the central 
characteristic of the original conjugation as the basis of develop- 
ment for an important class. As Jacobi (Beitrage zur deutschen 
Gram.) long ago pointed out, very few of the OHG. ^-class are 
transitive verbs. 

By means of such emphasis upon the passive nature of the 
original class, OHG. pushed to its farthest extreme that power of 
double formation seen already in Prim. Teut. The i- and /-form- 
ations became thus active and passive counterparts, any adjective 
being capable of taking either form. Bald appears in baldjan^ 
where the meaning io embolden is required, while baldin simply 
states the possession of the quality of boldness. The significance of 
the ^/-development in OHG. may be illustrated by a consideration 
of the Gothic /-class as represented in OHG.: Goth, blindjan is 
OHG. blinden, to blind ; blintin^ to be or to become blind. Goth. 
drdbjayi is OHG. iruoben, to trouble ; truob&riy to be troubled. 
Goth, haftjan is OHG. hefii^n^ to bind; ha/tiny to be bound. 
Goth, hardjan is OHG. hardj^n, to harden ; hardin^ to become 
hard. Goth, hailjan is OHG. heileriy to cure, save; heilin, to 
heal. Goth, hveitjan is OHG. hwizjan^ to whiten; hwtiiny to 
be white. Goth, lauhatjan is OHG. lohazzen^ lohazin^ both 
intransitive. Goth, marzjan is OHG. marrjan^ to impede; 
\marren\ MHG. marren, to stop (i. e. to be impeded). Goth. 
warmjan is OHG. warmjan^ to warm ; warmin, to become warm. 
Examples might be quoted indefinitely in further illustration of 
the point. 

In Saxon and Anglo-Saxon it is noticeable that the ^-conjuga- 
tion exercises, in a certain measure, the passive function belonging 
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in Prim. Teut. to the flZ-class. The explanation of this can only 
be that, with the passage of the at-verhs into the ^-conjugation, 
the power of passive formation was transferred to the latter. So 
there arose such verbs as the following, which preserved, through- 
out the AgS. period, their old distinction of form ; earmian^ to be 
wretched, yrman^ to render wretched; bealdian^ to be bold, 
byldan^ to embolden ; cdlian^ to be cold, cdariy to cool ; drtigian^ 
to become dry, drygan, to dry ; bl&ciariy to be pale, bl^can^ to 
bleach (i. e. to make pale) ; c/apian, to buy, cypan^ to sell (i. e. 
to cause to buy); cwaciariy to tremble, cweccan, to cause to 
tremble ; forhtian^ to be afraid, fyrhtan^ to cause fear ; latiariy to 
be late, lettariy to hinder (i. e. to make late) ; wearmiariy to be 
warm, wyrman, to make warm. Many other AgS. double form- 
ations occur, which keep the old distinction of form but preserve 
no trace of the old difference of meaning. For example, beorh- 
tian, byrhtariy to shine; fulliariy fyllan^ both meaning *to fill* and 
* to fulfil ' ; sialian and siellan^ to establish ; ddmian^ dimany to 
judge.^ Old Saxon shows traces of a like development in ha/iatiy 
heft Ian; hardoUy herdian; stillotiy stillian; twifloriy twiflian; 
wako7iy wekkian. 

The question now arises, How does it happen that the charac- 
teristic development of the a/-class is not found in Gothic and 
Old Norse? The explanation is contained in the development 
of the -n-an-oizss in those dialects. The two classes held, of 
course, the same position in Primitive Teutonic. But in West 
Germanic the dj/-inflection was developed as the class of passive 
formation, while in East Germanic a parallel development took 
place with the -w-aw-inflection. The parallel is made the more 
striking by the fact that the -«-a«-class in Norse, like the a/-class 
in AgS., passed into the ^-conjugation. Gothic, then, alone bears 
evidence to the development of the medial -;z-a«-inflection as a 
means of constructing passive denominatives corresponding to 
active and causative /-verbs; e. g. (see Meyer, Die gotische 
Sprache, §§213, 214) ga-batnatiy to be of use, ga-batjatiy to make 
use of; ga-blindnan, to be blind, ga-blindjan, to make blind ; 
a/'daubnatiy to be or to become hardened, afdaubjariy to render 

^ This peculiarity of the a^-development may account for many irregularities 
in the AgS. weak verbs. For example, adrtigde (Sievers, 416, n. 5) may be, not 
an old at-pret., but the result of confusion between dnigode and drygde. From 
longian * to long for' and lengan ' to lengthen,' there arose the verb lengian. 
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hard ; drSbnan, to be disheartened, drSbjan, to dishearten ; af- 
dumbnariy to become dumb, af-dumbjan^ to make dumb ; fullnan, 
to be i\x\\,fulljan^ to fill ; haftnan, to hang (intr.), haftjan^ to hang 
(tn), etc. 

Numerous examples might be quoted in direct support of the 
parallelism existing in East and West Germanic with regard to 
their respective development of the two conjugations. A few may- 
suffice. Take, for instance, the already quoted example of verbal 
derivatives from Teut. ^blinds: East Germ., Goth, blindnan, 
blindjan, ON. blindna. West Germ., OHG. blintin^ blinijan. 
From hail' are formed EG., Goth, hailnan, ga-hailjan, WG., 
OWG. heiliriy heiljan^ AgS. hdlan. From tnikil-: Goth, mzktl- 
nan, mikiljan^ OHG. mihhilin, AgS. miclian, miclan. From 
hard-\ ON. hardna, herda, OHG. hartin, hartjariy OS. hardon, 
herdjan. From bat- : (Goth, batizd) Goth. ga-bainan, ON. batna^ 
OHG. bazSn, From fast- : ON. fastna^ fesia, OHG. fastin, 
fastjan. In some cases the two tendencies are not distinct ; for 
AgS. has still traces of the -w-aw-verb, while Norse and Gothic 
preserve the ^/-inflection. Thus the condition of wakan receives 

explanation: E. Germ., Goth, wakjan, ON. -I ^^ull vekja\ 

W. Germ., OHG. wahhin^ wecchen, OS. wakon, 7vekkjan, 



AgS. I 



wacian. 



wcBCcan. Again, Goth, haftnariy haftjan^ ON. 

haftnay OHG. hafiin, heftan^ OS. hafton^ heftjan, AgS. hcBfi- 
nian^ hceftan. By the development of the -;2-«w-conjugation, the 
passive function of the a/*-verb was lost sight of in Gothic, as 
is shown, for example, in weihan, -aiduy to hallow ; weihnan, to 
become holy. OHG. in this case has wihjan, ON. vigja.^ 

(c) In order to represent the inflectional condition of the third 
weak class in Teutonic, it will be natural to compare the regular 

^ As in AgS. the passage of the a^-verbs into the ^-class gave to that class 
the passive function, so in Norse the same function was given to the ^-class 
by the entrance into it of the -n-an-\txhs. This is evidenced by the many 
double formations in Norse used without distinction of meaning; e. g. duna- 
duna^i : dynja-dundi ; ein-kunna-kunna^i^ -kynna-kynti ; fegra-fegra%iy 
fegra-fegf^i ; fiska-fiska%i^ fiskja-fisk'Si ; fro5ta-frosta%iy frysta-frysti ; glada- 
glada%i : gl^ja-gladdi. These must have been originally active and passive 
correlatives. 
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inflection in each of the other dialects with that in the Gothic* 
To begin with OHG.: 



From Goth. 


we expect in OHG. 


but find 


Ind. pres. sg. i, haba 


*habu 


habim 


2, habais 


habis 




3, habai^ 


habit 




pi. I, habam 


*habam-is 


habimis 


habazf 


habH 




haband 


"^habani 


habint 


Opt pres. sg. 2, habais 


habis 




3, habai 


1 + 3, A«^<? 




pi. I, habaima 


habim 




2, habai\ 


habit 




3, habaina 


habin 




Imp. sg. 2, habai 


habe 




pi. I, habam 


* habam- is 


habimis 


2, habai\ 


habit 




Ind. pret. habaida 


habita 





Mahlow (Die langen Vocale) sees a difficulty in considering^ 
OHG. i the equivalent of Goth. ai\ for, he maintains, the regular 
OHG. treatment of Goth, ai is seen in arabeit (Goth, ar bails') ^ 
In the Alemannian opt. hafteie^ hafteiest Mahlow finds the desired 
form. The objections to this view are: (i) ei of Alemannian opt. 
is not an original diphthong, but a writing for ej (sometimes eg)^ 
the/ of which was introduced late to separate ie^ the reg. Alem. 
opt. ending; (2) unaccented Goth, ai^ not auslaut, becomes # 
outside the conj., e. g. Goth, blindaim = OHG. blintim. The ai 
in arabeit has received the treatment of ai in accented syllables,^ 
because of its strong secondary stress. 

The OHG. inflection, then, is in all respects that of the Goth., 
save that the Goth, strong forms in the present are replaced by 
regular forms in i. 

In Norse it is more difficult than in OHG. to recognize the 
original end -vowels ; for in the process of development the 
original conditions have been obscured, so that forms once 
distinct fall together. For example, the endings of the long- 
syllable verbs of the first class are no longer to be distinguished 
from those of the third, in spite of the difference in origin. In 
the present case the strong optative shows the regular develop- 
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ment of the vowel in unaccented syllables ; e. g. Goth, /allan, 
fallals ^fallai = O ^,falla,faller^ - ir^falle, -1} Contrary to O H G. , 
at in unaccented syllables not auslaut has in Norse the same 
treatment as auslaut au Thus, then, the Goth, and ON. ai- 
inflections may be compared : — 



Goth, trauan. 


Expected Norse forms. 


Variations. 


Ind. pres. sg. i, traua 


*/ry (?) 


irtie, -i 


2, trauals 


2 + 3, triier, -ir 




3, traual^ 






pi. I, irauam 


triim 




2, trauai\ 


tme^, 't'6 




3, trauand 


irUa 




Opt pres. sg. I, trauan 


irila 




2, Irauals 


trUer, -Ir 




3, trauai 


trtie, 'I 




pi. I, trauaima 


triiem-lm 




2, trauai\ 


trUe^y -/« 




3, trauaina 


trtle, 'i (?) 




Imp. sg. 2, trauai 


trUey 'i 




pi. I, irauam 


tram 




2, iraual\ 


irtle^y -/t5 




Ind. pret. trauaida 


'^iriie^l, -i^i 


irmi 


Part. pret. irauai\s 


""irtimr-trUii 


triiat 



In the present system ON. reflects, with even more faithfulness 
than does OHG., the condition of the Gothic verb. In the pret., 
however, ON. differs from both the other dialects. There is no 
doubt that in ON. the pret. part, as well as the pret. ind. had 
originally the short form. The part, in -a^Sr-at is a comparatively 
late development, after the analogy of the ^-inflection. Remnants 
of the older conditions are found in gd'^r to the verb gd^ in hor/i 
to horfa^ skort to skorta, spart to spara^ \olt to \olay etc.^ 

Between Norse and the Saxon dialects the point of contact lies 
in the common forms of the pret. In the inflection of the present, 
however, Saxon and Anglo-Saxon differ entirely from the other 
dialects : — 

^See Noreen, Altnord. Gram. 442; Collitz, Die Behandlung des urspr. 
auslaut. ai^ p. 48. 
* Noreen, 434, 435. 
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Expected Sax. forms. 
Goth, habau. Sax. *haban. AgS. *ha/an. 



Actual inflection. 
Sax. hebbian. AgS. habban. 



nd. pres. sg. i, haba 


*habu 


*hafu 


hebbiu 


hcebbe 


2, habais 


habes 


ha/as 


habas^ -« 


hafas{t) 


3, habai^ 


habeth 


hafcC^ 


habathy -eth 


hafa% 


pi. 2, habaiy> 


^habeth 


*hafa^ 


hebbiath 


kabbd^ 


•Opt. sg. I, habau 


*haba 


*hafa 


hebbie 


habbe 


Ind. pret. ^baida 


*kabeda 


^hafada 


habda 


has/da 


Part. pret. habai\is 


^habeth 


*hafad 


habd 


hafd 


Imp. ^^aj' 


*haba 


*hafe 


haba-e 


hafa 



The -/-forms of the Cotton MS are noteworthy, e.g. Cott. habis^ 
habi against Mon. habas^ habes. Prof. Collitz^ points out that this 
'i' is late, introduced into the inflection from the /-conj. Prof. 
Collitz*s position is justly taken, for the -as^ -es-iorms of the Mon. 
could not be explained on the basis of the Cott. inflection. More- 
over, the Cott. MS has habes once, while the absence of umlaut 
in habis shows that the formation must be late. 

With regard to AgS. the question arises, Are hafasty hafd^ the 
equivalents of Goth, habais ^ habai\ ? They are apparently ^-forms : 
from the condition of Old Sax. we should expect -es^ e6. In Old 
Sax. at' in unaccented syllables not auslaut has the same treat- 
ment as auslaut ai-,^ The same is apparently true in AgS., e. g. 
optative pi. ending -en = Goth. -azna. Still, it is further true that 
AgS. shows -an interchanging with -en, like that of Mon. habas-esj 
though the a in AgS. is less common. The stages of develop- 
ment in AgS. would seem to be, then, -ainay -an, -en. It seems 
to me most probable that hafasi, hafa"^ are not ^-forms, but that 
the older a from ai has been preserved from the influence of the 
^-inflection. AgS. hcefst, haf'6, the common forms in prose 
(see Sievers, AgS. Gram. 416, n. i ; Cosijn, Altwestsachsische 
Gram. 133), cannot, however, come directly from hafast^ hafa6y 
but presuppose hcefesty hafe6. The latter forms occur in 
Northumbrian, as will be at once seen in examining, for instance, 
the Lindisfarne Gospels (Durham Book) and the Rushworth MS. 
In the Gospel of St. Matthew* the following variants are found: 
2 sg. hcefest (R.). hcefes (L.) ; 3 sg. {bey have s-hcejis (L.), hcefeb 
(R.-I-L.), ^^S (R-)- The forms hcefest Qicefst), hcef^\hcefe^^ 
bear the same relation to hafast, hafd^ that Mon. habas, habath 

* Urspr. auslaut. ai, 43. 

^ For AgS. auslaut ai see Collitz, Urspr. auslaut. ai^ p. 47. 
^The Gospel according to St. Matthew in AgS., North, and Old Mercian. 
Edited by Kemble and Skeat. 
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bear to Mon. habes, habeth. Imp. hcefe^ too, occurs in the North. 
Gospel as habe in the Heliand. 

To sum up the important points regarding the inflectional . 
condition of the a/-class in Teutonic: — Goth, and OHG. are on 
the same footing, but, at the same time, OHG. has not the strong 
forms of the Goth.; ON. agrees in the present system with OHG., 
but has a preterit without connecting vowel ; AgS. and OS. in the 
present system agree with Goth., OHG. and ON. only in the form 
of 2d and 3d sg. pres. ind., everywhere else in the present /-forms 
occur. The Saxon preterit is the same as that of the Norse. 

In addition to the small groups of verbs representing the «/-class 
in AgS., there are a few verbs of the ^-class which have the 
shortened pret. of the a/- verbs, and are therefore sometimes 
reckoned with them. But only in case the verb was an original 
a/-verb is it safe to argue from the short pret. an earlier ^/-inflec- 
tion. The prets. swigde, Kcde^ murnde^ are without doubt 
remnants of an older condition. Sievers considers indicative of 
a like development such forms as plcegde^ g^\i'^gde^ gedrHgde^ 
beside drUgade^ plagade, \ingede. 

There is, however, positive evidence to show that irregularities 
of this kind may find sufficient explanation in the instability of 
the AgS. -6' and -/-classes. By the presence in AgS. of a -j- in 
the -^-inflection, the two conjugations are brought together; 
hence, confusion arises. In Grein's Sprachsatz are found the 
following striking instances of changing inflection : CBmeitariy 
cemetian; ehtan^ ehiian {eahian, eahtian); gearwian^ gearwan, 
gyrwan; hlynian (in pret. hlynode)y hlynnan; hwearfan^ hwear- 
fian; plegan (only inf.), plegian (only pret.); swarian, swerian; 
wrixliariy wrixlan. This point is quite distinct from that noted 
above, of the original power of forming passive verbs, with correl- 
atives in the active /-class. Still, as the original functions are 
obscured in AgS., and old distinctions have lost their original 
force, it becomes almost impossible to determine when the double 
formation is old, and when it comes from a comparatively late 
confusion of inflections. 

Departures from the regular inflection may be noted here in 
passing. In OHG. occasional short preterits are found like those 
of AgS. and Norse; e,g./rdgda {^fr&gia,fr&cta)y Graff, III 814; 
hapta (Frg. 4 times. Is. i), Grafl", IV 726; hogta, Grafl", IV 786: 
occasional /-forms ; hebis, hebit; segisj segit; libiSy libit; libita^ 

^Sievers, Zur Flexion der schwachen Verba, PBB. VIII 90. 
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habita {Jiebita), In ON. hafa^ segja, pegja have a mixed at- and 
y-inflection. 

(d) The common (^-tendency. In all the dialects outside of 
Gothic there is a decided tendency toward the ^-development. 
Norse, perhaps, shows this to a degree less marked than any of 
the other dialects; still, the tendency is there unmistakable. 
Certain of the verbs having a full ^/-inflection are at the same 
time fully or partially inflected with the second class, i. e. trtia (in 
mistriia)^ gana^ blaka (pret. only in 6), spara. The ^-past part, has 
almost replaced the older one without vowel, e. g. spar(ji)tj \ol{a)t^ 
dugaiy unaty etc. Six of the Prim. Teut. a/-verbs have passed 
over entirely into the ^-conjugation : fulla^fulla'^i; hata^ hataSi; 
lika^ lika<Si; skamma^ skamma^i; sorga^ sorgaSi; tala, talari. 

The explanation of the Norse (^-tendency is to be found in the 
general condition of the weak verbal development in that dialect. 
The second weak class is in Norse the largest and most important 
class, including the original fourth and second. On the other 
hand, the third class is small and unimportant, holding no active, 
independent position in the language. Furthermore, the second 
and third classes are brought together by the lack of umlaut 
throughout the inflection. It is not unnatural that the more 
important conj. should tend to absorb the less important, espe- 
cially where the two are so nearly allied in form as they are in ON. 

In OHG. the intrusion of ^-forms into the ^-inflection is very 
common. Piper's edition of Otfried gives the following inter- 
changing forms found in that text alone : irin, irSn; fagin^ 
fa^dn; frdgiriy frdgSn; kolin^ holdn; klag&n, klagdn; kor&n^ 
kordn; lobtnjobdn; losinjosdn; manin.mandn; m&rinyinirdn; 
riuwSn, riuwSn; spar in, sparSn; suft&n^ stifidn; sworg&n, swor- 
gdn; thionin, ihionSn; tholtn^ tholdn; werdiuy werdSn; werhi^ 
werSn; werniUy werndn; wisin^ wisdn; wonin^ wondn; zalhiy 
zaldn. Besides the original ^/-verbs found in this list, still others 
belong here: bib&Tij bibdn (found onc^) ; folgin^ folgdn; gin in, 
ginSn; habin, habSn (in a single text, see Graft, IV 723 sq.); 
hUniUy hlindn; trUiny trUdn; wahhin^ wahhdn; hlosin^ hlosdn. 

The tendency, however, to the ^-inflection is not in OHG. 
peculiar to the third class, as is evident from the fact that the 
same tendency is characteristic of the OHG. /-development, e. g. 
Goth, ambahijan = OHG. ambahteny ambahtSn ; Goth, arbaidjan 
•=-OWQi. arbeiteUy arbeiiSn\ Goth. gaumjan=^OYiG, goumjaUy 
gaumdn] Goth. hrainjan:= OYiG, kreinjany reindn\ Goth, ^w^- 
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g-arjan = OHG. hungaren^ hungardn\ Goth, lausj an -^OWd. 
ISsjan^ los6n\ Goth. stainjan^OYiQf. sieinen^ stein6n\ Goth. 
taiknjan-=.OY{Cx» zeichenen^ zeichen6n\ Goth. tainjan=^0\iQf, 
zamjan^ zam6n\ Goth, timrj an ^^OUG, zimbaren, zimbar6n\ 
Goth. iweifljan-^OWQ. zwifeleii^ zwifel6n\ Goth. wagjan = 
OHG. weggen^ wag6n\ Goth, walijan-^ OHG. walzen, walz6n\ 
Goth, wandjan = OHG. wenden, wanddn. 

The natural conclusion to be drawn from these facts is that in 
OHG. the ^-tendency in the ^-conjugation cannot be explained 
on the ground of likeness of form, for the two inflections are kept 
quite distinct ; while the condition of the /-class shows that we 
must look upon this interchange of inflection, not as a character- 
istic of the ^-class, but of the OHG. weak-verb system. In view, 
however, of the fact that nearly every verb in AgS. and OS. 
originally of the ^/-inflection has passed into the ^-class, may it 
not be possible to extend our view still further, and to look upon 
the ^-tendency as a characteristic neither of OHG. nor of AgS. 
independently, but of Prim. West Germanic ? In OHG. such a 
tendency would be checked by the development of the ^-class in 
that dialect. In AgS., on the other hand, as in ON., the ^-class 
became all-important, and practically absorbed the third class. 

It is not necessary to suppose that the original ^/-verbs that 
have been preserved in AgS. in the £^-class had an earlier inflection 
like that of habban, libban, etc., any more than that Norse hata^ 
hatd^i; skamma, skamma^i^ etc., were developed from the Norse 
<i/-inflection. That certain of the verbs did know such a develop- 
ment, however, licde^ viurnde, swigde, noted above, would seem 
to prove. The process of transition from the «/-class to the -6- is 
exhibited by two AgS. verbs of the habban group, libban^ hycg{e)an 
(Sievers* AgS. Gram. 415) : — 

Ind. pres. sg. i, libbe lifg^ hycge 

"^lifasi leofast^ hogast 

li/a^ leofa'b hoga'6 

pi. abba's lifga'6 hycg(e)a'6 hogidS'^ 

^ The forms leofast, leofa% seem to me late formations, after the analogy of 
the ^-inflection, for the breaking of i to eo argues a following — or a from 0. 
The AgS. a from original ai would produce no such eff"ect upon the vowel. 
Hence the expected form would be lifast^ but a confusion of a from ai with a 
from 6 has given rise to leofast. 

* Dietrich, ZfDA. IX 216, points out that hogian does not appear until the 
•time of Alfred, though hogode existed earlier. With Aelfric hycg{e)an has been 
abandoned ; the regular ^-inflection — hogige, hogast^ hogad^ hogia%^ etc. — is used. 
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Opt. pres. 


libbe 


lifge 


hycge 




Imperative sg. 


*lifa 


liofa 


koga 






libbafi 


lifga'^ 


hycg(e)d^ 


hogta6 (r 


Infinitive, 


libban 


lifg{e)an 


hycg{e)an 




Part. pres. 


libbende 


lifgende 


hycge nde 






lifde 


Lws. leofode 


hogde 


hogode 


Part. pret. 


ge-lifd 






ge-hogod 



) 



But this AgS. treatment of libban, hycg{e)an is comparatively- 
late, and cannot be considered typical of the earlier development. 
The process of change from libban to lifgan is made under 
purely AgS. conditions, in accordance with AgS. phonetic laws. 
But the earlier development, which must have been made in 
common with Old Saxon, cannot have been the same in character, 
nor can it receive the same explanation. 

Sievers^ finds an explanation for the passage of primitive ad- 
verbs into the ^-class in a Prim. Teut. relation between the two 
classes. The ^-inflection, Sievers maintains, goes back to prim. 
d'jdy the az-inflection to prim, o-jo, "Von den langsilbigen aus 
muss wohl die beriihrung mit der ^-classe im sachsisch-friesisch- 
englischen ausgegangen sein. Hier war der grundtypus, z. b. 
salbdjdy salbdjizi. . . . Standen sich nun z. b. ein airojdy airaiz 
(= AgS. iiriu, dras) und salbdjd^ salbdz (= AgS. sealfiu, seal/as) 
zur seite, so konnten sie leicht einander assimiliert werden, als das 
mittlere -6- der letzteren anfing gekiirzt zu werden." The weak- 
ness in the argument is that one theory rests upon anbther still 
unproved and of doubtful validity. If it could be proved that the 
conj. in -ai- points to primitive -djo-y it would, it is true, be easy 
to understand the relation between the ai- and the (^-conjugations. 

Another attempt to explain the relation between the second and 
third weak conjugations has been made by Bartholomae. He 
presupposes a prim, interchange of -di and -H in the ai-con]. 
itself. "Es geniigt mir," says Bartholomae,^ "dargetan zu haben, 
dass fur das gotische habai\ ein ursprachliches aoristpraesens 
'^khabhHti vorausgesetzt werden muss. War aber ein solches 
vorhanden, so ist bei dem sonstigen zusammengehen der i- und 
4-konjugation auch die existenz einer gleichartig-gebildeten 
praesensform auf -diii von vornherein sehr wahrscheinlich. . . . 
Goth, -a/p kann ebensowohl auf idg. -diti als 2m{ -Hii beruhen." 
The argument is far from convincing. If -^/- and di-y d- and S- 

^PBB. VlII 90-94. 2 Altind. dsis, etc., p. 152. 
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did fall together in Prim. Teut., it is difficult to see how the ai- and 
^-conjugations came to have an independent existence in Teutonic. 

With regard, then, to the relation between the second and third 
conjugations, the matter stands thus : a general tendency toward 
^-forms, seen not only in Anglo- and Old Saxon, but in Norse 
and OHG., seems to point to an early affinity between the two 
conjugations. It is not impossible, however, that the (^-tendency 
of OHG., like that of ON., finds its explanation in dialectic 
conditions. If there was an original phonetic relation between 
the two classes, no satisfactory explanation of that relation has 
yet been offered. 

A review of the dialectic conditions of the a/-verb cannot be 
closed without noticing the mixed 6- and /-inflection of Old 
Saxon. Many of the original «/- verbs appear thus: mornian^ 
mornon; ihagian^ ikagon ; ikolon^ tholian ; wonorijWonian. That 
thagian is not a true /-verb is evident from the absence of umlaut. 
The explanation of the form is seen in the intermediate stage of 
tholon, i. e. iholoian. As iholian is developed from tholon through 
ikoloian^ so is thagian from ihagon^ "^ihagoiany mornian from 
mornon through momoian. The /-, therefore, comes not from 
the flz-conjugation, but is the result of a peculiar Old Saxon 
treatment of the ^-class.^ 

Part II. 

Concerning the Prim. Teut, Inflection of Verbs of the Third 

Weak Class. 

The problem for discussion is represented in — 

{a) Goth, haba AgS. habbe sacge hycge OS. hebbiu ^^ggio 

habais ha fast sagas t hogast habas^ -es sagis (p*^' } 

habaiy hafa% saga^ hoga^ habad^ -ed sagad 

ip) Goth, habaida OHG. habita OS. habda ON. haf%i AgS. hafde 



^The original oj- verbs appearing in OS. with mixed /- and ^-treatment are : 
folgon^ folgoiatiy pres. pi. ^folgod '^t'^i, folgoiad 2429; fragon^ fragoian (Cott.) 
5412; halon^ haloian (Cott. 2574); mornon^ prs. 3 pi. morniat (Cott. 4730), imp. 
2 pi. mornot 1665, part. pres. mornondi 721, conj. prs. sg. 3 bimorni (Mon.), 
bemumie (Cott.) 1870 (no other forms of the verb occur) ; trUon^ trudian^j-ioxva 
only inf. 5946, 2943, also inf. trilon 285, occurs elsewhere only in pret. triioda ; 
thagofty only in pret. thagoda^ thagian only in thagiand^ Cott. 2576 ; tholon^ 
tholoian^ tholian {tholon C.) 3017, tholoian 4185, tholoian {tholian C.) 5218, conj. 
prs. sg. 3 tholoie, imp. pi. i tholoian Cott., also inf. gethologean Mon., githolon 
Cott. 2136, pret. only getholoda ; wonon, once wonian, inf. wita im wonian mid 
3996 Cott. 
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The general opinion of scholars to-day is that we must infer for the 
Prim. Teut. <a5/-infiection a present having an interchange of/- and ai- 
forms and a preterit without connecting vowel. Mahlow, Sievers, 
Kogel unite in declaring the inflection of Anglo-Saxon of greater 
antiquity than that of Gothic. Still, it seems to me, on reviewing the 
whole line of argument, that there are many weak points in the proof; 
that the view has been accepted upon evidence too slight, without due 
attention to the possibility of another explanation. The general con- 
dition of Gothic is so much older than that of any of the other Teu- 
tonic dialects, that, incase of a variance in form among the dialects, 
the supposition must always be in favor of the antiquity of the Gothic 
until the varying form has been proved unquestionably the older. 

But this question is only part of a larger one with regard to the 
original presence of-/- in the present of the three weak conjuga- 
tions. Scholars who find the original ^^'-inflection in the Saxon 
dialects, look there too for the original ^-inflection. The inter- 
dependence of the two views is so close that one may hardly be 
considered without the other. To admit that sealfie, sealfasty 
seal/d^ are older than salbd, salbds^ salb6\ is to admit, indirectly, 
the antiquity of hcebbe^ hafast, hafa6. For, if Anglo-Saxon has 
kept in the second class an inflection nearer the original than that 
in any other dialect, it is natural to expect that it will have 
preserved in other respects the primitive weak verbal system. 
On the other hand, to look upon the /-forms in the second 
conjugation as of late introduction, resulting from the general 
tendency toward uniformity of inflection, is to throw suspicion at 
once upon the closely parallel inflection of the third class. 

According to the common view of the ^-development, the 
original West Germanic forms were : ind. pres. "^salbdjUy ^salbds, 
"^salbS^y "^salbSjam, etc.; opt. sg. 3 ^salbSjaiy pi. 3 "^salbdjain ; imp. 
^salbd, inf. "^salbdjan^ pret. '^salbd^a. These West Germanic 
forms developed from Prim. Teut.: ind. ^salbdja, "^salbdjis, ^sal- 
b6ji% ; imp. "^salbSiy pret. "^salbSi^a. After -j- Prim. Teut. -z- was 
lost, 'j- was vocalized, and so ^salbdis, "^saibSt^ were formed. 
Finally, by the contraction of 6i to dy there arose regularly — 



Goth. 


salbds 


salb6\ 


salbS 


salbdda 


OHG. 


salbds 


salbdt 


salbd 


salbdda 


OS. 


ialos 


taloth 


ialo 


ialoda 


AgS. 


seal/asi 


seal/a^ 


seal/a 


sealfoda 


ON. 


kallar 


• 


kalla 


kalla^a 



— (Mahl., Die lang. Voc. 42 sq.) 
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Mahlow's whole theory stands or falls with that of the contrac- 
tion of Si to ^.in Teutonic. Unfortunately, the assumption of such 
a development has slender support.^ For Prim. Aryan 6i we 
should expect at in Gothic. 

Streitberg (Die ^erman. Comp. 2Luf Sz, p. 6), while denying the 
possibility of deducing S from St, still considers the Anglo- and 
Old Saxon /-forms primitive. His position is thus stated : " Es 
lasst sich nicht absehen, warum wir gezwungen sein sollten, ein 
got. saldSy salb6s um jeden preis auf vorhistorisches ^salbdjS^ 
*salbSjis u. s. w. zuriickzufiihren, es also einem litauischen pasa- 
koju gleichzusetzen ; warum es nicht vielmehr ebensowohl eriaubt 
sein sollte, die genannten formen aus einem athematischen para- 
digm a herzuleiten, sie also mit litauischem ^baUy ky borne ^ kyboti 
zu vergleichen. Diese letztere zusammenstellung gewinnt noch 
durch den umstand erhohte wahrscheinlichkeit, dass wir z. b. auf 
ags. boden das paradigma der verba auf 6j6, -djizt^ inversehrt 
erhalten haben. Warum sollten nun beide flexionstypen nicht 
im urgermanischen ebensogut neben einander bestanden haben 
wie im lit.: Uit, pasakoju : AgS. sealfie = Lit. kybau : G. salbS"^'' 

Now, what is the evidence to be adduced for presupposing in 
Prim. Teut. such a double conjugation? Outside of the Saxon 
dialects, not a trace of /-formation is to be found, save in the 
optative of the Alemannian dialect (Weinhold, Alem. Gram. 368 
sq.), where the regular ending is -des^ -de. That these are the 
endings of the /-inflection is undeniable ; still, it seems extremely 
improbable that a single tense in a single dialect should have 
preserved a primitive ending found nowhere else in Old High 
German and absent from Gothic. The forms, it seems to me, find 
ready explanation in an effort to differentiate the optative from 
the present indicative — partly, perhaps, in an effort toward the 
general equalization of endings. The present opt. endings -eSj -e 
belong not only to weak /-verbs, but to all strong verbs as well. 
The Alemannian dialect has simply chosen to consider ^, -is^ e 
the general optative endings, irrespective of class-stem. 

On the ground, then, of Anglo- and Old Saxon alone, we must 
accept the ^/-forms as original. Now, in Old Saxon, which in this 

^ See Johansson, De deriv. contr. 182: "Nullum aliud eiusmodi mutationis 
exemplum ostentum est. . . . Cur non, si H>ai^ 6i>di'i" 

'Streitberg (22) holds that sealfast^ sealfa^ = Prim. WG. *sat.baiip^ *salbais-=i 
Prim. Teut. ^salbSjiti^ *salb6ji^i» Thus Str. explains the likeness in form 
between sealfast, sealfa% and hafast, hafa%. 
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respect, as in many others, is in an intermediate condition between 
OHG. and AgS., shows a fully developed ^-inflection in all 
respects like the Gothic. But at the same time, every ^-verb 
may assume this inflection: inf. scaw'0-jan\ ind. prs. scaw-on^ 
scaw-oSt scaw-od'j pi. scaw-o-jad\ opt. scaw-o-ja^ scaw-o-jas^ 
scaW'O'ja, i. e. wherever -ja- appears in the inflection of the first 
class, it may be inserted after the o. Further, the -o- may be 
lost, and we have as the result, apparently, a verb of the first 
class, e. g. ihagiatiy thagon ; tholon^ tkolian, tholoian noted above 

f p. 439)-' 

Such forms as thagoian^ tholoian^ wakoian^ etc., make upon one, 

it seems to me, as little the impression of originality as do Goth. 

hausjan, hausjSn^ beistjan^ beisijSn, Furthermore, the instability 

of the development seen in tholoian^ tholian; lathoian^ laihian 

would seem to indicate a late dialectic growth. It would be 

natural to expect that a dialect which had retained with such 

remarkable tenacity the ancient inflection should present it in 

some consistent form. 

In thagian^ tholian is found the connecting link between the 
Anglo-Saxon and Old Saxon ^-inflection. The tendency in Old 
Saxon to /-forms, which are but occasional usurpers of a still 
complete ^-conjugation, has in AgS. destroyed the older condi- 
tion. The present system in the AgS. second conjugation, aside 
from the lack of umlaut, differs from that of the first only in the 
second and third persons sg. of the ind. and in the imper. sing. 

But if the condition of the ^-class in AgS. shows only a further 
development of that found in Old Saxon, we should expect to 
find, at least in the older AgS. dialects, traces of a pure ^-conju- 
gation. Such traces are seen in the North, endings: sg. pres. 
ind. sg. I, -a, pi. -at5; part. pres. -ande. Instances of the inter- 
mediate condition seen in Old Saxon are not uncommon, e. g. 
North, inf. in -ogiuy -age, -ege, pres. ind. pi. in -age^y -^g^t etc. 
These examples are important, for they indicate that AgS., like 
OS., once possessed a pure ^-conj. Later the -J- of the first class 
was introduced. The characteristic ending of the second stem 
was at first retained with the -/-, but was finally given up altogether. 

The mixed ^-inflectton of AgS. and OS. can hardly be con- 
sidered original, in face of the evidence for a formerly universal 
pure ^-conjugation. It is far easier to understand the late intro- 

^ Same remark found in Mahlow, Die langen Voc. 43. 
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duction of y-forms within the conj. than to see how a dialect so 
far from original in its general condition as AgS. should have 
retained a primitive conjugation lost entirely in Goth., in OHG. 
and in ON. 

Furthermore, it seems unnecessary to presuppose for Prim. 
Teut. two conjugations, in order to account for the AgS. -/-. The 
argument for the two prim. <^-verbs is based mainly upon the 
conditions of the class in Lithuanian. Streitberg shows the 
parallelism between Teut. and Lithuanian in the form of a pro- 
portion. Lit. pasakoju : AgS. sealfie = Lit. kybau : Goth, salbd. 
But, unfortunately, Lithuanian is exceedingly untrustworthy in 
this respect. To quote a remark of Bremer's^ on the -j- in the 
Lith. weak classes: "The y-formations are so numerous, in com- 
parison with the other languages, that we may hardly avoid the 
conclusion that the y-inflection has overstepped its original limits, 
and has come to include many verbs not originally belonging 
there. Not only numberless derived verbs have a -j- in the 
present, it is found also in the present of primary verbs. The 
primary verbs in -uti furnish evidence that the process ofy-form- 
ation has been carried on within the historical period." Lith., 
then, in respect to the extension of the y-class, is as unoriginal as 
are the Saxon dialects.* 

In considering the original az-inflection of the present, the 
general course of the argument is much the same as that just 
followed with the <^-inflection. The AgS. az-conjugation, like the 
-^-, has 'j' wherever there is -j- in the first class. As in the 
former case, AgS. and O. Sax. furnish the main evidence for an 
interchange of -j- and ai- in the original inflection. But here, 
however, O. Sax. throws no direct light upon the possible process 
of development within the conjugation. 

1 PBB. XI 58 sq. 

'Johansson, De deriv. Verb, contr. 20i, gives the foUowing explanation of 
the ^-development, to satisfy the conditions of Latin and Teut.: " Erant enim 
i) verba -dio e stirpibus in longas vocales proficiscentia sive nominalibus, at 
curd-re, sive * verbalibus,' ut domd-re\ 2) praesentia aoristica nuUo suffixi 
derivationis adhibito ab ipsis stirpibus in longas vocales desinentibus ducta* 
sive temporibus ieu. orta sunt, sive postea ex aoristis in praesentia sunt mutata. 
Ad utramque classem eadem respondebat stirps ad temp, non-praes. fingenda 
ursurpata; atque hac similitudine mota praesentia i suffixo formata, si quae 
erant I conjugationis ad analogiam praesentium aoristicorum mutata sunt. . . . 
Simile quiddam in germanicis dialectis occurrit ; atque, ut jam dixi, verborum 
salb^ eandem fuisse rationem puto: amo, amas, afnat ^=z salbd, salbSs, salb^y 
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Again, Lithuanian is quoted in support of the argument for an 
original /- in the third weak inflection. In (O. Bulg.) sezda 
(= ^sisdja)y sedisi beside sedechu^ sedeti : (Lith.) sediu (= *sedju), 
sedi beside sedejau, sedesiu show, it is argued, the thematic and 
athematic conjugations which combined to form the inflection of 
Goth, habatij lihan^ etc. But, whatever should be concluded 
from these data about the verb ^sedja in Teut. -Slavic, it is 
difficult to see what bearing the result would have upon the 
question of the original ^i/-inflection. Teut. ^siijan is a strong 
verb like ^bidjan^ "^ligjan, etc., without a trace of relation with 
the Teut. ai-cXzss} The relation of L. sedeo to Teut. *sitjan 
cannot be that of Lat. habeo to Teut. haban. 

What evidence may be found within Teutonic for an inter- 
changing at- and /-inflection, outside, of course, of Anglo- and 
Old Saxon ? Mahlow sees in habie (late habtie) of the Aleman- 
nian (Weinhold, 368 sq.)i as in the case of parallel salbS{g)e, a 
trace of the old /-inflection. But in the ^-conj., as in the ^-, these 
forms may be explained as a comparatively late attempt at differ- 
entiation. Further /-forms in OHG. are sg. 2 hebis^ 3 he bit; segis, 
segit; libiSy libity but never *hebiu. The fact that /-formations 
appear just where they are not expected, while there is no trace 
of them where they should occur, is evidence that in OHG. at 
least a present inflection like that of AgS. never existed. 

Of far more importance in the discussion are the/-forms in ON. 
inflection of hafa (pres. he/y hefe, heff), segja and \egja. Says 
Johansson (De deriv. Verbis, 183) : "Ac ipsa isl. flexio hefe, hef^ 
segey seg, \ege demonstrare videtur *habjd, ^sagj6y ^\o,gj6 qua- 
randum formarum propria esse. . . . Itaque nulla alia explicandi 
ratio esse videtur, quam variationem iam ieu. formarum sumere 
*khabjd et ^khabhairmV Sievers (PBB. VIII 93), by an inge- 
nious method of comparison, arrives at a fixed inflection for Norse, 
showing the ancient interchange of forms : 

Inf. *hefja^ hafa segja V^gj^ 

Pres. ind. sg. i, he/, hefi seg, segi *K^» K^^ 

2 and 3, ^hafir, hefr ^sagir, segr *pagi^i P^g^^ 

^ Latin sgdeo does not seem to me to be the same at all as Lilh. *5edja^ but 
the latter is on a line with Teut. ^sitjan^ Greek e^ofiai. If so, the proof of 
Lith. for Latin mixture of thematic and athematic conj. has no force. Why 
not simply identify the e of Lat. Aa^go^ habis, habit with the rj of the Aiolic 
inflection <^i'krifii^ (pl^VCi (^1^7 
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pl. I, ''^hefjom, hqfont 


segjom 


\egjom 


2, hafi6 


*sagi6 


*pagi6, pegtb 


3, ^hefja^ hafa 


segja 


\egja 


Opt. I, *hefjay hafa 


^W'« 


\egja 


2 and 3, ^hefiry hafir 


segir 


\egir 



The weakness in Sievers' method is that, although it is possible, 
by careful arrangement, to form a model inflection out of the 
material at hand, there is no evidence that such an inflection ever 
existed. If it did, why have we not *hefja ? If there was origin- 
ally hefy ''''hafir in the present, how shall we explain the consistent 
/-inflection in the sing, of the three verbs ? Assuming the original 
Norse inflection to be '''hefja^ hef *hafiry pl. ^hefjoniy hafi^, ^hefja^ 
is there any explanation for the fully developed regular inflection 
of Norse, which is in every respect the same as that of the Goth., 
except in the i sg. pres. ind. ? It is impossible to see how Norse 
hafa should have developed from '^hefja^ vaka from ^vekja^ etc. 
Recognizing the impossibility of such a development, Johansson 
resorts again to the supposition of two original conjugations. The 
supposition makes the problem assume a form apparently simple. 
But it still remains to be explained how two independent Prim. 
Teut. conjugations should have developed as we find them in the 
dialects. Why does only the one appear in Goth, and OHG., 
while in the Saxon dialects the two are preserved in a curious 
mixed conjugation, and, finally, in ON. alone the two are kept 
independent ? 

It seems to me much simpler and more natural to consider the 
Norse /-forms a late development, after the analogy of the /-class. 
They may have arisen from the same cause as did the parallel 
forms in Anglo- and Old Saxon — as will be noticed later in the 
discussion — but, at the same time, they must be considered an 
independent development. The forms segja^ \egja are late. 
Original ^sagjariy ^\agjan should be in ON. seggja, \eggja 
(Wimmer, Altnord. Gram. 23). Pres. ind. sg. i should be ^segg 
(as hygg (Jiyggjan), legg {leggjan), etc. 

Turning now to the condition ef Anglo-Saxon and Old Saxon, 
one of the most striking characteristics of the ^/-inflection in both 
those dialects is the instability of umlaut. The Heliand shows the 
following inconsistencies in the inflection of hebbian : inf. hebbian^ 
1. 134, 169, 373, 443, 1013, 1254, 1328. 1666, 2064, 2529, 2824, 
2893,4521, 5297 (Cott.), 5353, 5364, 5618; habbian, ziiA,, 3573, 
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3863 ; ind. prs/ sg. i hebbiu {habbiu does not occur) ; pi. hebbead, 
I3i5> 1338, i740> 5354; habbiad, 2990, 2991, 3004, 3159, 3244. 
3705; imp. pi. hebbiady 405, 943, 1877, 1886, 4787; habbiad, 
4649, 4655; opt. sg. hebbeuy hebbie\ pi. hebbian (never habbea^ 
habbian). The inflection of seggian shows no forms without 
umlaut where umlaut is expected. 

No dialect of AgS. gives habban with umlaut, though umlaut 
forms do occur occasionally in other parts of the verb, e. g. hebbe, 
opt. sg., quoted by Sievers (PBB. VIII 92) from the Durham 
Book (Lindisfarne Gospels). Still, it would be unfair to ascribe 
such a form to North, as a regular occurrence, for even in that MS 
the common form is hcebbe. Sievers, again, gives for stBCg{e)an a 
complete inflection with umlaut seggennCy secgende, secgu^ secga^, 
etc.; but the irregularity in this respect is everywhere noticeable 
in AgS. In the Rushworth and Lindisfarne MSS, for instance, 
inf. secgan is found, but most commonly sacge, sacga^ (R. secga^ 
and sacgcc^) occur. 

This irregularity in use of umlaut is very strong evidence that 
the Anglo-Saxon /-forms are of comparatively late development ; 
and, adding this to the evidence furnished by the other dialects, 
I am unable, for myself, to avoid the conclusion that, whatever 
may have been the actual inflection of the present in the original 
at-conjugation, it at least did not contain an interchange of 7- and 
at- forms. 

If we reject the AgS. as the original inflection, the choice then 
lies between Goth, habuy habatn, haband and OHG. habi-m, 
habim-eSy habinL ON. triie, -/supports OHG.; the plural, how- 
ever, is the same in form as the Goth. But ON. plural is of no 
actual weight in the argument, since that dialect has no longer 
any distinction between pres. pi. endings of the strong and weak 
conj. Still, these OHG. forms in the sg. and pi., and Norse sg., 
may be readily explained as the result of a natural adoption of ai 
for the characteristic stem. The tendency in development is, of 
course, always a tendency toward uniformity of inflection. On 
the other hand, the strong forms of the Goth, are inexplicable, 
save as remnants of an older condition. AgS. and Old Saxon 
point to a former interchange of endings within the tense, although 
the character of the interchange has been mqdifled in accordance 
with the development of the whole weak verbal system in those 
dialects. 
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The Northumbrian hafu^ sa^Uy commonly considered new 
formations, impress me as more probably remnants of the original 
inflection. At least, they hardly admit another explanation. It 
is improbable that Anglo-Saxon, with its predilection for /-forms 
— as has been seen in the condition of the ^-inflection — should 
displace an already fixed habbe by a strong form quite out of 
keeping with the rest of the conj. From the likeness of hafast 
and sealfasty such a new formation as ^hafge — ^like lifge instead 
oilibbe^ from *Hfasty leofast — might be conceivable ; but for hafu, 
sagu there is no such explanation. They seem to me, without 
doubt, remnants of an older inflection. 

Anglo-Saxon, then, through hafuy sago, bears direct evidence 
to the antiquity of the Gothic condition of the present. With the 
natural tendency of language toward regularity of form, charac- 
teristic strong forms in the weak conjugations were not tolerated. 
Each dialect replaced the irregular forms by others, in accordance 
with the special dialectic tendencies. 

Now, the question arises. Is there anything in the condition of 
the inflection itself to account for they-formatiori in Anglo-Saxon, 
and is there any connection between the Anglo-Saxon /-forms 
and those of Norse and Old High German ? On the ground of 
Anglo-Saxon and Old Norse the explanation is simple : the point 
of agreement between the first and third classes is plainly in the 
preterit, which has the same form as that of the short-stemmed 
verbs of the /-class. Do not facts justify our assigning the same 
explanation to the OHG. hebis, hebit; segis, segit; libiSy libit; 
libita^ hebital The preterit segiia bears apparently the same 
relation to *sagta and libita to *lipta that hapta bears to hebita. 
Abundant evidence for such treatment of the pret. is found in the 
verbs of the first class, e. g. zalta : zeliia, ratta : retitay scutta : 
scuiita, frezvita '.frowwita (see Braune, Ahd. Gram. 356, 368, 
anm. 2). 

Such a view of the common development of /-forms in the ai- 
inflection is conditioned by the antiquity of the Norse and AgS. 
short preterit. This brings us to the second important point in 
the discussion of the original inflection; What was the original 
form of the preterit?^ Here Norse and West Germanic seem 
undoubtedly older than Gothic. Old Norse sag6iy haf^i, lif^i, 
hug6i\ OHG. "^sagia {segita), hapta {hebita), "^lipta {libita), hocta ; 
AgS. scegde, hafde, lifde, hogde, cannot be explained as new 

1 MOller, PBB. VII 747 sq.; Sievers, VIII 90 sq.; KSgel, IX 519 sq. 
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formations ; nor could they have been developed by contraction 
from *libaiday ^sagaiday ^hugaida^ ^habaida. Goth, gahugds 
gives testimony for an original short pret. O HG. dult (OS. githuld^ 
AgS. ge^yld) shows an old pret. to Goth. }tuian, *fuida = ON. 
\folda (Moller, PBB. VII 474; Johansson, De deriv. verb. 183). 

As MoIIer (Kunfa und das /-Praet., PBB. VII) was the first to 
point out, there is a serious difficulty in the way of considering 
ga-kugdSy htefdCy sagde^ lifde original — and that difficulty lies in 
the consonant combinations. Why not ^hoktay ^sahta, ^ha/ia^ as 
in Goth, mahia, paurfia^ etc. ? It is no longer possible to escape 
the difficulty, as Paul does (Das schwache Praet, PBB. VII 136), 
by presupposing for the weak verbs a preterit in -t5a. Moller on 
the negative side, Prof. CoUitz * on the positive side, have made 
the continuance of such a supposition impossible. At the same 
time. Holler's proposed explanation fails to meet the present 
difficulty. His theory is based upon the supposition of a pre- 
Teut. present stem in o-jo-^ Prim. Teut. a-jo-^ pret. -a-da-, 
^habada^ "^hugaday etc. From ^habada Moller gets to habda 
by means of a Prim. Teut. law regarding the treatment of -a- in 
middle syllables, viz. " Urgerm. a in der zweiten von zwei unbe- 
tonten kurzen silben schwindet vor folgender hochbetonter silbe, 
die mit einfachem verschluss- oder reibelaut anlautet." The loss 
of the a, then, must have taken place before the Teutonic change 
of accent. The objections to the explanation are : (i) no other 
support is found for such a law ; (2) a cannot be considered the 
stem vowel of this conj.; (3) if such a vowel did exist but was lost 
before the change of accent, why should the preterit not fall 
together with others originally without vowel — mahta, paurfta, 
\&htay etc. — and receive then the sajne treatment in the Teutonic 
dialects ? 

Kogel (PBB. 516 sq.) proposes short i as the lost vowel, on the 
basis of the LatuTperfect participle in -itus of the ^-conj., e. g. as 
habere to habitus, so ^habi-jan to "^habtda. Traces of Prim. Teut. 
condition he would see in hebitay segita of OHG. Johansson,' 

^The Origin of the Teut. Weak Preterit, Hermann Collitz: Transactions of 
the Modern Language Association of America, vol. Ill, 1887. 

* Johansson, 183: "Ita KOgelo assentior, ut credam utramque formam ad 
temp. comm. germ, referendam esse : -i-ta = tad-tuSy habuttis^ moni-tus: neque 
tamen ita, ut existimem sagda<,*saghida per syncopam germ, quandam (sg. 
*sagiySf pi. sagde)^ sed formas gemmellas jam ieu, constituendas esse : /zeve-rdf, 
CKtk^-rbqy iaci-tuSy monuttis, doc-tus^ cap-tus^ ddK-ocj sim." 
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who accepts KogePs view partially, contends that hapta and 
hebita point to an original double formation of the pret. like Lat. 
habitus (habed)y doc-tus (^doced). But OHG. preservation of an 
original short middle vowel lost everywhere else in Teut. is 
contrary to the established laws of phonetic development. More- 
over, haptay hebita^ as has been already seen, are readily explained 
by comparison with they-preterit. 

Further, Goth. gahugdSy *ga^ulds (OHG. dult, OS. gi-thuld, 
AgS. ge-'^yld) show that the preterit of these verbs was formed 
originally without connecting vowel. Both these words are 
abstracts formed by original suffix -//, and are remnants of a 
formation which goes back to Prim. Aryan. Though different 
in form and function from the part, in -/^, they are still of value 
in proving that the pret. of these verbs may have been formed 
originally without connecting vowel ; for the suffix -ti- of these 
feminine abstracts, the suffix -id of the past part., and the ending 
-tai of the 3d sg. in the pret. middle are, as a rule, connected with 
the preceding verbal stem in the same manner. E. g. Skr. abstr. 

bhT-H-S, ptC. bhr-td-S ; Gr. Troirj-ai-Si Troiiy-TtJ-s, TTC-TTo/iy-Tai, Xe^tr (for 
*Xeiic-Ti-s), XeK'TO'Sf Xe-A€#c-Tai, Xv-at-s, Xv-To-gf Xe'-Xu-rai, etC.J Lat. 

mors (stem mor-ti-X ptc. mor-fuusy etc. Ga-hug-d{i)'Sy formed 
originally without connecting vowel, renders at once possible 
original '^hug'd{a)-s, preterit *hugda. 

But even though we must admit that the oldest preterit of the 
third weak class was formed without a vowel between stem and 
ending, is it still impossible that already in Ppm. Teut. a second 
enlarged preterit was formed, after the analogy of the other weak 
classes? OHG. -ita = Goi\i. -aida would go to prove such a 
supposition, although their development may have taken place 
independently. Sievers (PBB. VHI 93) holds that the explana- 
tion of the passage of Old and Anglo-Saxon a/-verbs into the 
^-class is to be found in two Prim. Teut. divisions of the az-class, 
the one consisting of verbs with short stem syllable, the other of 
verbs with long stem syllable. Although the whole argument 
upon which he bases his theory is wrong, the theory itself may 
be considered from a different standpoint. If we might conceive 
of Prim. Teut. long-stemmed verbs with an a/- preterit, it would 
offer an easy solution for the AgS. and OS. tendency, for Prim. 
Teut. yrdgaida = Goth, "^frdgaida = OHG./rdgSia = OS,/rd' 
gada. It would seem to account for the occasional interchange 
of a and in the inf. and part, of the Old Saxon second weak 
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class. For the supposition of an original distinction of pret. 
according to the length of stem-syllable there can be no more 
than this said : no direct proof for the theory can be brought 
forward, but it furnishes a possible explanation for the variety of 
development seen in the third weak class in Teutonic. 







Appendix. 






List of 


Verbs in the Various Dialects from which the Collection 




of original ai-verbs was 


made. 




Goth. 


OHG. 
^band^n 


0. Sax. 


AgS. 


O. Norse. 


ainanan 










aistan 


alt^n 

ang^n 

arg^n 






aesta 


arman 


arm^n 
arn^n, -6n 


armon 


earmian 
earnian 






balden 




bealdian 


^ 




barren 






■ 


bauan 


bilwan 
baz^n^ 


bClan (buon C] 


) bdwian 


biia(«t.r.) 




bib^n 


bibon 


bifian 


bifa 




bittar^n 






blaka* 




bleich^n 




blacian 






blint^n' 










pl6d6n, -6n 


(bldd-) 








bluotfen 










bog^n* 










borgfen* 




borgian 


brosa 




tagfen 




dagian 






touw^n, -6n 






doggva 




trag^n, -6n* 










truknfen (drugan^n) 








trunkan^n 










truobfen^ 









' OHG. bazht = Goth, batnan, 

' Verbs in the Norse list that are italicized actually belong to the at -class 
in Norse. 
' = ON. blindna * To st. v. biugan, baug, * To st. v. birgan, barg. 

• To St. V. tragan, iruog, ^ = Goth, drdbnan. 
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Goth. 


OHG. 

triir^n 
tunchel^n 


O.Sa 




fer^n* 


6ron 


faian 








f^r^n 


ftron, 


fas tan 


fasten 




feinan 


ferr^n 




fijan 


Mn 

finstar^n 
fiur^n 
flucch^n 
fluohh^n, -6n 

foh^n 






folg^n 


folgon 




fr^g^n 


fragon 




frost^n 






fdl^n, -6n 


• 



AgS. 



garaw^n* 
gi-n^d^n 
geb^n 
geil^n 



garuwian 
gi-n^thon 
gebon 



geigan (faihu) 



gingen 
gin^n (gi^n) 
gr^w^n 
grdz^n 
gdi^n 

gruon^n 



ginon 



driaii 



f6ogan 



folgian' 



gearwian 
geofian 



ginian 



O. Norse. 
drupa 

duga^ 



fja 



flaka 



frosta 

gd 
gana 

glotta 

gnapa 

gowa 



grufa 



^ N. duga to St. V. duga. 

'Also iredn, irdn^ and iran. Given by Sievers (PBB. VIII 90) as one of the 
original ^-verbs. No clear proof. 
' AgS./y(f(/)flff, 0^,fylgja — one original form? 
* OHG. garawjan more common ; AgS. gearwan also, and gyrwan. 



